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HjilLROAD COMMISSION- 



[C. C. McCHORD, Chairman. 
JOHN C. WOOD. J. F. DEMPSEY. 



MURRAY R. HUBBARD. Secretary. 



RAILROAD COMMISSIONERS OF KENTUCKY. 



HENRY D. MoHENRY, August 2, 1878, Chairman. 
LUCIUS DESHA, August 2, 1878. 
W. H. PBTTUS, August 2, 1878. 

L. D. HOLLOWAY, August 2, 1878, Secretary. 

J. FLETCHER JOHNSTON, Sept 1, 1880, Chairman. 
C. H. ROCHESTER, Sept. 1, 1880. 

C. E. KINCAID, Sept. 1, 1880. 

LANSING BURROWS, Sept 1, 1880, Secretary. 

D. HOWARD SMITH, 1882, Chairman. 
WILLIS B. MACHEN, 1882. 
WILLIAM M. BECKNER, 1882. 

HENRY T. STANTON, 1882, Secretary. 

J. P. THOMPSON, 1884, Chairman. 
JOHN D. YOUNG, 1884. 
A. R. BOONE, 1884. (Died January 27, 1886.) 

1. A. SPAULDING, May, 1886. (Appointed to fill unexpired term of 
A. R. Boone, deceased.) 
CLARENCE EGBERT, 1884, Secretary. 

I. A. SPAULDING, May, 1888, Chairman. 
W. B. FLEMING, May, 1888. 

JOHN F. HAGER, May, 1888. (Resigned.) 

GEORGE M. ADAMS, 1891. (Appointed to fill unexpired term of 
John F. Hager, resigned.) 
WM. F. GRIFFITH, Secretary. 

C. C. McCHORD, May 24, 1892, Chairman. (Resigned.) 
UREY WOODSON, May 24, 1892. 
CHARLES B. POYNTZ, May 24, 1892. 

JAMES N. SAUNDERS, Nov. 2, 1895. (Appointed to fill unexpired 
term of C. C. McChord, resigned.) 
D. C. HARDIN, May 24, 1892, Secretary. 

JOHN C. WOOD, December 10, 1895, Chairman. 

II. S. IRWIN, December 10, 1895. 

J. F. DEMPSEY, December 10, 1895. 

S. D. BROWN, December 10, 1895, Secretary. 

C. C. McCHORD, December 12, 1900, Chairman. 
JOHN C. WOOD, December 12, 1900. 
J. F. DEMPSEY, December 12, 1900. 

MURRAY R. HUBBARD, February, 1900, Secretary. 
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Twenty-Second Repisrt 



OF THE 



Railroad Gommissidhi 



Office of the Railroad Commission, 
Frankfort, Ky. 



} 



To His Excellency, J. C. W. Beckham, 

Governor of Kentucky: 



In addition to the written report submitted to you Decembelr 
1, 1901, embracing the work of this commission for the preced- 
ing year, we beg to add thereto and incorporate therein a reference 
to matters which have since 'transpired affecting the powers and 
duties of this board, in order that the same may be made part of 
the regular annual printed report of the commission. 

You will observe that this is the twenty-second annual report 
issued from this office. Since this department of the State's 
(Government was created, more than twenty-three years ago, 
repeated efforts have been made to secure the passage of a law 
^empowering the commission to make just and reasonable freight 
and passenger rates; but not until the session of 1898 was any- 
thing in this direction accomplished, when a bill was passed grant- 
ing this power. It was contended that the law was unconstitu- 
tional, and it fell under the veto ax of Gov. William O. Bradley, 
who assigned as his reasons for the veto that the law was uncon- 
stitutional. Undaunted, the friends of this measure again intro-** 
duced it in the Legislature of 1900, and after a bitter fight it passed 
both Houses and was approved by your excellency March 10, 1900. 
As soon as the bill became a law, five railroad corporations insti- 
tuted actions in the Federal court before Judge Walter Evans in 
Louisville and Covington, attacking its constitutionality, and 
praying that the commission be perpetually enjoined from enforc- 
ing the law. The order of injunction was granted, and since July^ 
1900, the hands of the commission have been tied by the injunction. 
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Immediately tliereaffer the three members of this board executed 
supersedeas b^afts-'for $1,000 each, and appealed the cases to the 
Supreme Coiirt of the United States. They were argued and sub- 
mitted JenuaVy 7, 1901, and again October 28, 1901. Attorney- 
Generai.RjlJ. Breckinridge and Messrs. D. W. Baird, of Louisville, 
and*Jt/i>l>is McQuown represented the commission. A unanimous 
dgcision was rendered by the court January 6, 1902, reversing 
.•Jftdge Evans and upholding the constitutionality of the law. 
•/•/*':fclsewhere in this report will be found this decision in full; also 
'• that of the same court upon the same date affirming the decision 
of the Court of Appeals of Kentucky upholding the constitution- 
ality of sections 218 of the Constitution and 820 of Ihe Kentucky 
Statutes, known as the "long and short haul law." 

These two decisions set at rest forever the contention that these 
laws are unconstitutional, and settles the fact that State regula- 
tion of railroads in Kentucky has come to stay. We are not un- 
mindful of the vast amount of additional work the enforcement 
of this law carries with it, nor are we unmindful of the additional 
responsibilities which we must now assume. We believe, how- 
ever, that a fair, just, conservative, but firm, enforcement of its 
provisions by this board will result in much good. 



COMPIjAINTS. 



Very few complaints have been filed during the year. Whether 
this is because the shipper is satisfied with the rates now charged, 
or because of his knowledge that the commission has been power- 
less to grant a relief remains to be seen. A very material reduc- 
tion in coal rates has recently been made by the Louisville and 
Nashville railroad upon coal from the mines on- its Knoxville 
'division. However, this reduction has not materially benefited 
the consumer, as we are advised that the price of coal at the 
mines has increased in proportion to the reduction in freight rates. 

The commission has been called upon to render but one decision 
of general importance during the year, which will be found under 
the head of complaints and decisions. 



THE RAILROAD COMMISSION. 



ASSESSMENT OB' RAILROAD PROPERTY. 

The total valuation placed by ttis board upon the tangible 
property of all railroads in the State amounts to 152,432,428. The 
valuation of each road separately will appear in the appendix. 
In addition to this valuation, the value of the franchises of these 
corporations is assessed for taxation by the franchise board; 

In the last annual report of the statistician to the Interstate 
Commerce Commission appears a most interesting table, showiujf; 
the amount of taxes paid by the railroads in each State and terri* 
tory for the year ending June 30, 1900. . From this table it is 
shown that no injustice has been done the railroads of Kentucky 
in the matter of taxation. The table referred to is as follows: 

Summary showing taxes and assessments of the railways in the 
United States, by States and territories, for the year ending June 
30,' 190.0:* 



. Summary showing taxes and assessments of the railways in the United States, 
by States ai;d Territories, for the year ending June 30, 1900:* 



State or Territory. . Amount 

Alabama $ 721,339 

Arkansas 356,250 

California 1,317,021 

Colorado 1,107,474 

Connecticut 1,019,457 

Delaware 78,202 

Florida 342,555 

Georgia 514,514 

Idaho 269,344 

Illinois 4,105,062 

Indiana 2,540,382 

Iowa 1,440,478 

Kansas 2,221,441 

Kentucky 711,157 

Louisiana 646,549 

Maine 235,868 

Maryland , 298,999 

Massachusetts 2,951,665 

Michigan '. 1,186,601 

Minnesota 1,522,637 

Mississippi 351,540 

Missouri 1,169,778 

Montana 335,353 

Nebraska 1,125,121 

Nevada 148,164 

New Hampshire 375,570 

New Jersey 1,578,157 



Per mile 


of line. 


1 184 28 


120 71 


247 99 


245 25 


995 93 


228 71 


113 67 


99 26 


216 82 


373 77 


402 69 


159 69 


255 03 


240 27 


285 64 


126 76 


230 36 


1,411 93 


153 88 


22e 28 


126 04 


174 90 


111 93 


198 86 


165 11 


314 98 


722 87 
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Per mile 
State or Territorj. Amount. of line. 

New York 4,529,584 561 56 

North Carolina 303,726 87 15 

North Dakota • 505,940 187 11 

Ohio 2,633,477 303 79 

Oregon 207,640 130 81 

Pennsylvania 3,766,311 380 87 

Rhode Island 176,770 843 47 

South Carolina '. 386,059 141 25 

South, Dakota '. 202,579 72 17 

Tennessee 834,760 288 01 

Texas ; 1,097,257 103 58 

Utah 247,802 174 65 

Vermont * 140,984 142 21 

Virginia 648,872 176 95 

Washington 473,156 173 97 

-West Virginia ; 440,012 230 51 

Wisconsin .• 1,500,065 238 07 

Wyoming 169,789 138 45 

Arizona 187,1902 137 08 

District of Columbia 22,781 717 50 

Indian Territory 14,308 10 86 

New Mexico 217,736 124 63 

X)klahoma 131,247 158 53 

Total 147,415,433 |254 78 

*This summary does not include taxes paid to the United States Grovern- 
ment under the recent internal revenue act, nor small amounts apportioned 
by States. 

The above summary relates exclusively to State and local taxes; it does 
not include the internal revenue tax. It is interesting chiefly on account of 
the widely varying amounts which States obtained from this source, a fact 
which appears more clearly in the statement of the amounts paid per mile 
of line than in the aggregate amounts paid. In South Dakota, for example, 
the amount of taxes paid per mile of line was 172.17; in Massachusetts, on the 
other hand, the amount paid in taxes per mile of line was $1,411.93. The 
facts presented in the above summary make it evident that there is as great 
diversity in the results of taxation in the several States and Territories as in 
the laws which provide for the levy and collection of taxes. 



• EARNINGS OF RAILROADS. 

The total gross earnings of all railroads in Kentucky for the 
fiscal year ended June 30, 1901, amounted to 123,795,414. The 
total net earnings, |7,878,468. A table showing the earnings, 
valuations and other statistical matters appears elsewhere in 
this report. 

ACCIDENTS. 

The accidents upon each railroad within the State is shown in 
the statistical table, a summary of which shows that during the 
year the total casualties to employes was as follows: Number 
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killed, 35; number injured, 579; total passengers and persons 
other than employes killed, 109; injured, 180. 

NATIONAL AND SOUTHERN ASSOCIATION OB^ COMMISSIONS* 

I 

The matter of regulating interstate freight and passenger rates 
is of as great importance to shippers of the various States as is the 
^•egulation of intra-State rates. Therefore, the commissions of 
thirty States, together with the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion, hold annual meetings in the endeavor by united effort to 
bring about a fair adjustment of interstate rates and an enact- 
ment of laws by the Congress, enabling the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission to make just and reasonable rates. The object 
of the Southern Association of Railroad Commissions was fully 
explained in our last report. The last annual meeting was held 
at Asheville, September 10 and 11, 1901, and the full proceedings 
of this convention appears in the appendix. 

NEW AND PROPOSED LINES. 

Since our last annual report articles of incorporation have been 
filed by a number of railroad companies. Some of these are con- 
structing, and the arrangements for building the others are being 
made rapidly. Altogether the outlook for railroad extension is 
a very flattering one, and we may expect quite an era of develop- 
ment. 

December 17, 1900, the Middlesborough Mineral Company filed 
its articles of incorporation and propose to construct a line of 
railroad in Bell county, to several coal mines. 

January 30, 1901, the Louisville, Anchorage and Pewee Valley 
Electric Railway Company was incorporated. This is an electric 
line, which has been built and is in operation from Louisville to 
Anchorage, nine miles, while its track is laid as far as Pewee 
Valley, four miles; and it is proposed to extend it to Lagrange, 
Oldham county, eleven miles; also through the eastern part of 
Bullitt county into Nelson county, at Fairfield. This road is called 
the pioneer inter-urban electric line, and its builders have made 
wonderful progress with its construction. 

January 30, 1901, articles were filed by the Cincinnati, Coving- 
ton & Erlanger Railway Company to be built from Covington to 



12 TWBN^TY-SECOND ANNUAL REPORT OF .t 

Erlanger, in Kenton county, ten miles, and further if determined 
on. 

February 28, 1901, articles were filed by the Shelby County Elec- 
trie Power & Railway Company, which proposes to build a line 
from Shelbyville to Eminence, through Shelby and Henry counties, 
twelre miles, with connections to be determined upon. 

March 11, 1901, articles were filed by the Cadiz Railroad Com- 
pany, which was to build a line from Cadiz, in Trigg county, to 
Gracey, in Christian county. This road is nearing completion 
and will soon be in operation. It opens for development a fine 
country not hitherto traversed by a railroad. 

July 31, 1901, articles were filed by the Cumberland & Ohio Valley 
Railroad Company from Newcastle, in Henry county, through 
Shelby, Spencer, Nelson, Washington, Marion, Taylor and Green 
counties, to Greensburg, a distance of about one hundred miles. 

August 1, 1901, articles were filed by the Georgetown & Lex- 
ington Traction Company, which has almost completed an electric 
road from Georgetown to Lexington, twelve miles. 

August 6, 1901, articles were filed by the Cumberland River & 
Nashville Railroad Company, which proposes to build a line from 
Corbin, Whitley county, through Laurel and Rockcastle counties 
to Burnside, in Pulaski county, a distance of thirty-five miles. Ar- 
rangements for the construction of this line are being so vigorously 
pushed that we feel warranted in stating that the road will be 
built at an early date, and that it will open for development 
a country, rich in iron ores, coal, oil and timber. 

November 14, 1901, articles were filed by the Kentucky Southern 
Railway Company, which propeses to build a line through Whit- 
ley, Laurel, Rockcastle and Pulaski counties, forty miles. 

November 14, 1901, articles were filled by the Paducah, Cairo 
& Northwestern Railroad Company, which proposes to build a line 
from Paducah, in McCracken county, through Ballard county to 
East Cairo, on the Ohio river, a distance of thirty-three miles. 

November 27, 1901, the charter of the Big Sandy & Cumberland 
Railroad Company was filed, and it proposes to extend a line from 
West Virginia into several counties in Eastern Kentucky, and 
open for development j\. country rich in timber and minerals. 

December 3, 1901, articles were filed by the Bluegrass Consoli- 
dated Traction Company, which proposes to build inter-urban 
electric roads from Lexington to Nicliolasville, Versailles, Frank- 
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fort, Georgetown, Paris, Winchester, Mt. Sterling and Bichmond, 
one hundred and forty miles in all. The franchises for operating 
along the roajis in various counties have already been secured, 
and the construction will soon begin. 

December 11, 1901, articles were filed by the Danville Electric 
Power & Railway Company, which proposes to buUd an electric 
road from Danville to Junction City, in Boyle county, with 
spurs, a distance of eight miles. 



COMPLAINTS AND DECISIONS. 



H. F. Peake, and Others, 



Plaintiflfs, 



vs. 



The Louisville & Nashville and Chesapeake 

& Ohio R. R. Co.'s . . . . . Defendants. 



OFIKION AND FINDING OF THE COMMISSION. 



This controversy seems to have originated from an action insti- 
tuted by the Commonwealth's attorney in the Shelby Circuit 
Court, under section 772 (a) of Kentucky Statutes, for the recovery 
of penalties against the Chesapeake & Ohio and Louisville & 
^Nashville Bailroad Companies for their failure to furnish adequate 
passenger accommodations to the local traveling public to and 
from Christiansburg and Shelbyville. 

Complainants produced and filed with the commission the record 
in this case and called its attention especially to the fact that in 
this action the following instruction was given to the jury: "The 
jury are instructed that the failure to stop trains at Christians- 
burg or sell tickets or transport passengers thereto and therefrom 
over said Shelby Cut-off is immaterial, as that failure can not be 
<xonsidered in this action, but is a matter within the control of the 
railroad commissioners of Kentucky." Thereupon a verdict was 
rendered for defendant. 

Immediately thereafter a written petition and complaint was 
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filed with the railroad commission, numerously signed bj not only 
citizens of Shelby county, but by the presiding judge of the Shelby 
Circuit Court, the Commonwealth's attorney and other county 
and court officials appealing with much earnestm^ss to this board 
that it "take such action in said matter as will grant to the public 
some accommodation both as to passenger and freight traffic along 
and over what is known as the Shelby Cut-off of the Louisville & 
Nashville railroad; that it require said railroad, or one of them 
to run on and over said line from Shelbyville to Christiansburg, 
each way, such passenger and freight trains as will meet the 
public necessity, and further that a depot be required to be built 
and maintained and trains to stop thereat at some convenient 
point for the public on the line of the Shelby Cut-off." A copy of 
this petition was furnished each of the defendants and a day 
fixed to hear and consider the complaint, but was afterward, far 
the convenience of all parties, postponed to the 22d day of June, 
at Shelbyville, Ky., at which time and place all witnesses offered 
were examined and the parties heard by counsel. 

\ 

L. & N. RESPONSIBLE. 

The facts developed, upon this investigation, show the follow- 
ing state of affairs: Menxf years ago a line of railroad was con- 
structed by the Shelby Railroad Company, from Shelbyville to a 
point upon the Louisville, Cincinnati & Lexington railroad at or 
near Anchorage, Ky. ; afterward this line of road was acquired by 
the latter company and was operated by it for a number of years 
until the first day pt November, 1881, when said latter company 
by deed sold and conveyed to the Louisville & Nashville Railroad 
Company all its rights, property and franchises, including the 
Shelby railroad, except its franchise to exist as a corporation, 
since which time the Louisville & Nashville Railroad Company 
has continuously owned and operated this entire property. In 
1895 the Louisville & Nashville Railroad Company extended its 
line (the old Shelby railroad) from Shelbyville to Christiansburg, 
eight and one-half miles, intersecting at the latter point with its 
Lexington division. About this time a contract or lease was 
entered into by the Louisville & Nashville Railroad Company with 
the Chesapeake & Ohio Railroad Company, by the terms of which 
the Chesapeake & Ohio Railroad Company acquired the right ta 
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run its through traiua only, both passenger and freight, to and 
from Lexington and Louisville via Ghristiansburg and Shelby- 
ville. It being expressly agreed that all business originating ' 
upon the line between Lexington and Louisville, not including 
business from either of said points to the other, shall bolong ex- 
clusively to the Louisville & Nashville Railroad Company, except 
passenger fares from points where the Chesapeake & Ohio may be 
obliged to stop on account of railroad crossing, train orders, water, 
etc., in which latter event the Chesapeake & Ohio Railroad Com- 
pany shall receive 25 per cent, of such fares and the Louisville & 
Nashville Railroad Company 75 per cent. For this privilege the 
Chesapeake & Ohio Railroad Company is to pay the Louisville & 
Nashville Railroad Company $5,000 monthly rental, and in addi- 
tion its proportion of the cost of maintenance, repairs, renewals 
-and improvements upon the line so. used, and such proportion of 
the wages of telegraph operators and other employes in the joint 
service of the two companies as the number of engine and car 
miles bears to the total number of engine and car miles 
run over said railroad. No local trains, either passenger 
or freight, are, or have ever been, run over th^t portion of the 
line from Shelbyville to Ghristiansburg, and neither passengers 
V nor freights are transported from or to Ghristiansburg or Shelby- 
ville. It was argued with much earnestness by counsel for the 
Louisville & Nashville Railroad Company that this eight and one-half 
mile extension from Shelbyville to Ghristiansburg was constructed 
for the use of the Chesapeake & Ohio railroad, in order to shorten 
the distance from Lexington to Louisville, and that the operation 
of local trains over this line was never contemplated. It seems 
that the Chesapeake & Ohio Railroad Company was about this 
time negotiating with the Southern Railway Company for the use 
of its road from Lexington to Louisville, and as the terms offered 
by the Louisville & Nashville Railroad Company were deemed 
more advantageous, its proposition was accepted; it is further 
claimed that the local traffic from and between Ghristiansburg 
and Shelbyville is not sufficient to justify the running of local 
trains, and that the commission has no power to require local 
trains to be operated. Upon the other hand it is contended with 
equal earnestness by complainants that there is sufficient traffic 
to justify the running of local trains, and that the grant by the 
Legislature to a railroad corporation of the right to construct 
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and operate a railroad carries with it the duty to so manage and 
operate the road as to accommodate the traveling and shipping 
public along its line, and that the motives actuating the company 
in constructing the road and all contracts entered into hindering, 
the constructing company from performing it6 duty to the pub- 
lic can not deprive the public of its right to the use of the highway 
so constructed upon the payment of just and reasonable rates for 
the services performed. 

After the hearing some suggestions were made looking toward- 
the settlement of the controversy, all of which the commission 
encouraged, and still hoping that some amicable adjustment of 
the matter could be arrived at, the commission has withheld the 
publication of its finding until this time. 

■ 

COMPROMISE FAILS. 



All efforts in this direction having failed, it now devolves upon 
this board to discharge its duty in the premises. Whatever crit- 
icism there may be of our statutes, it is in no wise the province of 
this board to pass judgment upon the constitutionality of these 
laws or the wisdom of their enactment; that duty as to the first 
proposition rests solely with the judicial department of our Gov- 
ernment, and the second to the legislative. We find these laws 
upon the statute books, and it is our duty to enforce them in 
the manner which the Legislature has directed. 

Section 792, Kentucky Statutes, provides : "When two railroad 
companies use the same line of railway in the operation of their 
trains, they shall afford along such railway reasonable and proper 
facilities for the receiving, forwarding and delivering of passengers 
and property without discrimination in their rates and charges. 
All contracts made between such companies in so far as the 
same shall conflict with the provisions of this section are hereby 
declared to be null and void and contrary to public policy. The 
railroad commissioners shall enforce the provisions of this sec- 
tion by imposing the same penalties for violation thereof as is 
l)rovided in section 820 of this act for violation of said section.'^ 
Section 820, which section 792 refers to, is what is known as the 
"long and short haul section," and, after providing that the 
carrier shall not charge more for the short than for the long haul, 
and fixing the penalty at a fine of not less than. $100 nor more 
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than $500 for eacli offense, and that in certain exceptional cases- 
the commissioii may, when it deems proper, exonerate the carrier, 
further provides that "if the commission, after investigation, fails 
to exonerate the railroad or carrier from the operation of the 
provisions of this section, an order in writing to that effect shall be 
made by the commission, and a copy thereof delivered to the com- 
plainant and the railroad or common carrier, and the same shall 
the published as a part of the report of the commission; and after 
such order it shall be the duty of the commission to furnish a 
statement of the facts, together with a copy of its order, to the 
grand jury of any county the circuit court of which has jurisdic- 
tion in order that the railroad company or common carrier may be 
indicted for the offense; and the commission shall use proper ef- 
forts to see that such company or carrier is indi<Jted and prose- 
cuted." 

L. & N. EARNINGS. 

The Louisville & Nashville Railroad Company runs its local 
passenger and freight trains daily between fehelbyville and Louis- 
ville via Anchorage, making Shelbyville the terminus; from An- 
chorage to Christiansburg through Shelbyville is a continuous line 
of railroad; the distance from Anchorage to Shelbyville is 19.10 
miles; the distance from Shelbyville on to Christiansburg is 8.50 
miles, making the total distance from Anchorage through Shelby- 
ville to Christiansburg 27.60 miles. The country along this entire 
route is unsurpassed for farming and grazing purposes and is 
thickly settled. The gross earnings from the operation of the 
19.10 miles of this road from Shelbyville to Anchorage for the 

Year ending June 30, 1900, was $54,396.29 

The operating expenses were 22,509.40 

Leaving as net earnings $31,886.89 

Or $2,487 gross per mile and $1,664.23 net per mile. What the 
gross and net earnings would be from Shelbyville to Christians- 
burg can not be approximated, as no local trains are run over this 
portion of the road. It is but fair to say, however, that they^ 
would not be proportionately as large as between Shelbyville and* 
Anchorage for the reason that the volume of traffic m greater fromt 
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and to Shelbyville in the direction of Louisville than it would 
be' from and to Shelbyville in the direction of Christiansburg. It 
was proven at this investigation that the additional cost to the 
<jompany to run its local train to Christiansburg for train service 
alone would be about flOOper month, and to erect and maintain 
a station at some intermediate point, together with cost of 
maintenance of way (which latter is now paid by the Chesapeake & 
Ohio Kailroad Company), would cost approximately about the 
additional sum of $175 per month. It was also proven that large 
quantities of wheat, corn, tobacco and other agricultural products, 
as well as live stock, are hauled by wagon and driven from along 
the line of this eight and one-half miles of road to Shelbyville, 
Christiansburg and other shipping points which should be shipped 
from some convenient point between Shelbyville and Christians- 
burg, that the traveling public in this territory are required to 
drive to these stations when, as is claimed, the operation of local 
trains over this line would greatly accommodate local traffic. 

C. & O. RIGHTS. 

As stated supra the Chesapeake & Ohio Railroad Company has 
only such right over this road as is granted to it under its con- 
tract with the Louisville & Nashville Railroad Company, that is 
to say, it may, for the considerations stipulated be paid and per- 
formed, operate its through trains only from and to Lexington 
and Louisville, "it being expressly agreed that all local traffic 
between these points shall belong exclusively to the Louisville & 
Nashville Railroad Company." It is claimed by counsel for the 
Chesapeake & Ohio Railroad Company, and admitted by counsel 
for complainants that under this contract (which is the Chesa- 
peake & Ohio Railroad Company's only authority for running its 
trains over this road) the Chesapeake and Ohio Railroad Company 
can not, if it so desired, operate either local passenger or freight 
trains between Lexington and Louisville and in the absence of any 
such right conferred by this contract that it is the duty of the 
company owning the road to either perform its contract and permit 
it to perform this local service or to take care of it as though no 
through service were performed by the lessee company. In Wash- 
ington, Alexandria and Lexington R. R. against Brown, 17th Wal- 
lace, page 445, the Supreme Court of the United States in its 
opinion by Mr. Justice Davis, says: "It is the accepted doctrine 
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in this country tliat a railroad corporation can not escape the per- 
formance of any duty or obligation imposed by its charter or the 
general laws of the State by a voluntary surrender of its road 
into the hands of a lessee. The operation of its road by the 
lessee does not change the relations of the original company to- 
the public." 

commission's duty. 



In the investigation and determination of controversies be- 
tween the traveling and shipping public and the railroad corpora- 
tions of the State, it is the duty, as it is certainly the pleasure,. 
of this commission to look to, and in so far as it may be em- 
powered to guard and protect the interests of each. The railroads^ 
h9,ve rights— so have the public. In determining the question as 
to whether adequate transportation facilities or whether any 
transportation facilities at all shall be furnished by a railroad 
upon certain portions of its line the sole question is not whether 
"it will pay the company;" for, as said by the Supreme Court of 
the United States, in Smythe v. Ames, 169 United States^ page 545: 
*^A railroad is a public highway, and none the less so because 
constructed and maintained through the agency of a corporation 
deriving its existence and powers from the State. Such corpora- 
tion was created for public purposes. It performs a function 
of the State. Its authority to exercise the right of eminent 
domain, and to charge tolls, was given primarily for the benefit of 
the public. It is under governmental control, though such control 
must be exercised with due regard to the guarantees for the pro- 
tection of its property," and again "a corporation maintaining 
a public highway, although it owns the property it employs for 
accomplishing public objects, must be held to have accepted it» 
rights, privileges and franchises subject to the condition that the 
government creating it or the government within whose limits it 
conducts its business may by legislation protect the people against 
unreasonable charges for the services rendered by it. It can not he 
assumed that any railroad corporation accepting franchises, rights 
and privileges at the hands of the public ever supposed that it 
acquired or that it was intended to grant to it the power to con- 
struct and maintain a public highway simply for its benefit without 
regard to the rights of the public." 
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LAW IN THE CASE. 



This is not new doctrine, but the reiteration of a principle laid 
down by all law writers and upheld by all the courts. In the case 
of Alcott V. Supervisors of Fond du Lac Co., that same court in 
16th Wallace, page 698, says: "Whether the use of a railroad is 
a public or private one depends in no measure on the question who 
constructed it, or who owns it. It has never been considered a 
matter of any importance that the road was built by the agency 
of a private corporation. No matter who is the agent the function 
performed is that of the State. Though the ownership is private 
the use is public. So turnpikes, bridges, ferries and canals, al- 
though made by individuals under public grants, or by companies, 
are regarded as puhlici juris. The right to exact tolls or charge 
freights is granted for a service to the public. The owners may be 
private companies, but they are compellable to permit the public 
to use their works in the manner in which said works can be used. 
That all persons may not put their own cars upon the road and 
use their own motive power has no bearing upon the question 
whether the road is a public highway. It bears only upon the 
mode of use, of which the Legislature is the exclusive judge." 
(Cooley Const. Lim.) 

Here we have an improved modern public highway, a continuous 
line of railroad, running from Anchorage to Christiansburg, 27.60 
miles in length, running through one of the most prosperous, fer- 
tile and thickly settled portions of the State, and only 19.10 miles 
of which is operated for local public traffic, the remaining eight 
and one-half miles being entirely without such accommodations. 

In the opinion of the commission, the relative rights and duties 
of these parties are plain. The public has the right to the use of 
local passenger and freight train service over this line from 
Shelbyville to Christiansburg, and it is the duty of the Louisville 
& Nashville Railroad Company to either furnish this accommo- 
dation by the operation of its own trains or to so reform its con- 
tract with the Chesapeake & Ohio Railroad Company, that the 
latter company may perform this service. 

Obeying the mandate of the statute (section 820) : "If the com- 
mission, after investigation, fails to exonerate the railroad or 
carrier from the operation of the provisions of this section, an 
order in writing to that effect shall be made by the commission. 
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and a copy thereof delivered to the complainants and the railroad 
or common carrier, and the same shall be published as a part 
of the report of the commission; and after such order it shall be 
the duty of the commission to furnish a statement of the facts, 
together with a copy of its order to the grand jury of any county 
tie circuit court of which has jurisdiction in order that the rail- 
road company or carrier may be indicted for the offense; and the 
commission shall use proper efforts to see that such company or 
carrier is indicted and prosecuted." 

REFUSES TO EXONERATE COMPANY. 

The commission does now hereby refuse to exonerate said com- 
pany from the performance of its said duties and from the require- 
ments of sections 772 A, and 792 and 820 of the Kentucky Statutes. 

DEPOT QUESTION. 



As to the erection and maintenance of a depot at some inter- 
mediate point between Shelbyville and Christiansburg, it will 
be seen from a reading of section 772, Kentucky Statutes, 
which is the only authority given the commission in such 
matters, that the power of the commission to order a depot where 
none has heretofore been established is, to say the least, some- 
what doubtful. Said section is as follows: 

"Any company that has established and maintained throughout 
the year, for five consecutive years, a passenger station at a point 
on its road shall not abandon such station without the written con- 

■ 

sent of the railroad commission; and if any such station used by 
a company is burned or otherwise destroyed or becomes unfit for 
the accommodation of the public the railro;ad commission shall 
notify, in writing, the manager or chief officer in this State of the 
company owning or using such station to rebuild or repair the 
same, as the case may be, and such company shall, within ninety 
days after such notice, comply with the requirements thereof." 

It is sufficient, however, to say just at this time there is no 
necessity for such depot until local trains have been placed upon 
the road, as until that is done no passengers or freight can or 
will be handled at such point. The commission therefore declines 
at this time to pass upon the question of its power to order or 
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the necessity for the erection of such depot, but expressly reserves- 
such matter for future determination. It is further ordered 
that the chairman file a copy of this finding and recommenda- 
tion, together with a copy of the complaint, and the evidence ad- 
duced upon the hearing, in the Shelby Circuit Court, at its next 
regular term, for such action as that court, its Commonwealth's- 
attorney and grand jury may deem proper to take in the premises^ 

READY TO DO MORE. 

In view of the recent ruling of the Court of Appeals of Kentucky 
in construing said section 820, Kentucky Statutes, and the duties- 
of this commission thereunder, the commission hesitates to under- 
take to recommend to the court, its Commonwealth's attorney 
and its grand jury what action should be taken; that portion^ 
of its decision in point was rendered June 5, 1901, in the case of 
Illinois Central R. R. v. Commonwealth of Kentucky, and is as fol- 
lows, viz. : "It is contended by appellant that the demurrer ought 
to have been sustained to the indictment, because it failed to show 
that the same was recommei ded by the railroad commission or that 
the question of the legality of the charge bad been investigated 
by the railroad commission. This contention is evidently not ten- 
able. There is nothing in section 218 of the Constitution, nor i& 
there anything in section 820 of the Kentucky Statutes which sus- 
tains the contention of appellant. In fact, the provisions of sec- 
tion 819, by inference at least, tends to contradict appellant's con- 
tention, for it will be seen that for various violations of the Con- 
stitution it is provided that indictments may be found, but it is 
provided that indictments under this section (819) shall be made 
only upon the recommendation and request of the railroad com- 
mission filed in the court having jurisdiction of the offense. No 
such provision is found in section 820." The latter part of section 
820 does however, provide that "the commission shall use proper 
efforts to see that such offending company or carrier is indicted 
and prosecuted." But, in this instance, knowing as the commission 
does the jealous care ever exercised by the honorable judge of 
the Shelby Circuit Court and its able and vigilant Commonwealth's 
attorney to see that the rights of all citizens, whether individual 
or corporate, are guarded, protected and enforced we deem it un- 
necessary to go farther than to respectfully suggest to the court 
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that this board is ready and willing to "use 'all proper efforts" and 
will make and enter such further recommendations or orders as^ 
may be desired to accomplish the relief sought in this case. 

It is further ordered that this finding be entered upon the records 
of the commission in its office at Frankfort, Ky., and published as 
part of its annual report, and that a copy thereof be furnished 
by the secretary of the commission to the Louisville & Nashville 
and the Chesapeake & Ohio Railroad Companies and to the attor- 
ney for complainants. 

This 27th day of June, 1901. i 

C. C. McChord, Chairman. 

John C. Wood. 

Railroad Commission of Kentucky. 

On account of the illness of Commissioner J. F. Dempsey, he 
was unable to be present at this investigation. 

INCOME AND EXPENDITURES OP RAILWAYS FOR THE YEAR ENDING 

JUNE 30, 1901. 

The Preliminary Report on the Income Account of Railways in 
the United States for the year ending June 30, 1901, prepared by 
the statistician to the Interstate Commerce Commission, includes 
returns of railway companies operating 192,193 miles of line, or 
nearly all that will be included in the final report for the year. 

The passenger earnings of these railways were $426,909,210, and 
the freight earnings f 1,114,740,770. The total gross earnings were 
f 1,578,164,205, or f 8,211 per mile of line. The gross earnings as 
Bhown in the final report for 1900 were f 1,487,044,814. As the 
operating expenses amounted to |1,023,156,281, or f 5,323 per mile 
of line, the net earnings of the roads contained in this advance 
statement were $555,007,924, or |35,577,218 in excess of their earn- 
ings during the fiscal year 1900. The total income of these roads, 
including 165,271,244 received from investments and other sources, 
was 1620,279,168. Deductions from incomes, not including divi- 
dends, were 1421,625,796. Included in this amount are interest on 
bonds, rents for leased lines, betterments charged to income, taxes 
(147,041,214), and miscellaneous charges. The amount of dividends 
declared during the year was $121,108,637. The amount of, dividends 
shown for the Same roads in 1900 was |108,210,652, or nearly f 13,- 
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000,000 less. The surplus from operations was |77,544,736. In 
the complete report for the preceding year ending June 3.0, 1900^ 
the surplus was found to be $87,657,933. 

With respect to dividends, however, it should be noted that a» 
the preliminary report is confined to returns of operating roads, 
the dividends shown therein do not represent the entire aniount of 
dividends declared on the stocka of all the railways of the United 
States because the dividends of leased lines are paid from the 
rentals they receive from the operating line». The dividends paid 
by the two classes of companies annually includes about |30,- 
000,000 paid on the part of leased lines. 

We have endeavored to make the statistical table as full and 
complete as possible. It shows the total assessment for the 
years 1900 and 1901, also a comparison of earnings, both gross 
and net, for those years, showing the totals and per mile and other 
matters which we deem of interest to the public and to the 
railroads, all of which is respectfully submitted. 

C. 0. MoChord, 
J. P. Dbmpsey, 
John 0. Woob. 
Commissioners^ 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES. 



Nofl. 141, Eto.-OGTOBEB TEBU, 1901. 



Charles C. McChord, James P. Dempsey, and John C, Wood, 

Appellants, 

141 V. 

The Louisville & Nashville Kailroad Company. 

Charles C. McChord, James F. Dempsey, and John C. Wood, 

Appellants, 

142 V. 

The Louisville, Henderson & St. Louis Railway Company. , 



Charles C. McChord, James P. Dempsey, and John C. Wood, 

Appellants, 

143 V. 

The Chesapeake & Ohio Railway Company. 

Charles C. McChord, James P. Dempsey, and John C. Wood, 

Appellants, 

144 . V. 

The Southern Railway Company in Kentucky., 

Charles C. McChord, James P. Dempsey, and John C. Wood, 

Appellants, 

145 • V. 

The Cincinnati, New Orleans & Texas Pacific Railway Company. 

(January 6, 1902.) 



Appeals from the Circuit Court of the United States 
for the District of Kentucky. 



These are appeals from the final decrees of the Circuit Court of 
the United States for the District of Kentucky, perpetually en- 
Joining Charles C. McChord and others, railroad commissioners of 
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the State of Kentuckj'^, from doing any of the things required by^ 
or from taking any action whatever against complainants under 
a certain act of the General Assembly of the Commonwealth of 
Kentucky, approved March 10, 1900, which is entitled and reads as^ 
follows: 

"An act to prevent railroad companies or corporations owning and 
operating a line or lines of railroad and its oflScers, agents,, 
and employes from charging, ' collecting, or receiving extor- 
tionate freight or passenger rates in this Commonwealth, and 
to further increase and define the duties and powers of the 
railroad commission in reference thereto, and prescribing- 
the manner of enforcing the provisions of this act and pen^ 
alties for the violations of its provisions. 

"Be it enacted by the General Assembly of the Commonwealth, 
of Kentucky: 

"§ 1. When complaint shall be made to the railroad commission* 
accusing any railroad company or corporation of charging, col- 
lecting or receiving extortionate freight or passenger rates over 
its line or lines of railroad in this Commonwealth, or when said 
commission shall receive information or have reason to believe 
that such rate or rates are being charged, collected or received, it 
shall be the duty of said commission to hear and determine the 
matter as speedily as possible. They shall give the company 
or corporation complained of not less than ten days' notice, by 
letter mailed to an officer or employe of said company or corpora- 
tion, stating the time and place of the hearing of same; also the 
nature of the complaint or matter to be investigated, and shall 
hear such statements, arguments or evidence offered by the parties^ 
as the commission may deem relevant; and should the commission^ 
determine that the company or corporation is, or has been, guilty 
of extortion, said commission shall make and fix a just and rea- 
sonable rate, toll or compensation which said railroad company or 
corporation may charge, collect or receive for like services there- 
after rendered. The rate, toll or compensation so fixed by the 
commission shall be entered and be an order on the record book 
of their oillce and sijrned by the commission, and a copy thereof 
mailed to an officer, agont or employe of the railroad company 
or corporation affected thereby, and shall bn^ in full force and effect 
at the expiration of ten days thereafter, and may be revoked or 
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itn edified by an order likewise entered of record. And should 
giaid railroad company or corporaltion, or any officer, agent or em- 
jiloye thereof charge, collect or receive a greater or higher rate, 
toll or compensation, for like services thereafter rendered than 
that made and fixed by said commission, as herein provided, said 
company or corporation, and said officer, agent or employe shall 
each be deemed guilty of extortion, and upon conviction, shall be 
£ned for the first offense in any sum not less than five hundred dol- 
lars nor more than one thousand dollars, and upon a second convic- 
tion, in any sum not less than one thousand dollars nor more than 
tv!p thousand dollars, and for third and succeeding convictions in 
any sum not less than two thousand dollars nor more than five 
thousand dollars. 

"§ 2. The circuit court of any county into or through which the 
line or lines of road carrying such passenger or freight, owned or 
-operated by said railroad, and the Franklin Circuit Court, shall 
have jurisdiction of the 'offense against the railroad company or 
corporation offending, and the circuit court of the county where 
puch offense may be committed by said officer, agent or employe, 
shall have jurisdiction in all prosecutions against said officer, 
4igent or employe. 

"§ 3. Prosecutions under this act shall be by indictment. 

"§ 4. All prosecutions under this act shall be commenced within 
two years after the offense shall have been committed. 

"§ 5. In making said investigation said commission may, when 
deemed necessary, take the depositions of witnesses before an ex- 
aminer or notary public, whose fees shall be paid by the State, 
and upon the certificate of the chairman of the commission, ap- 
proved by the Governor, the auditor shall draw his warrant upon 
the treasurer for its payment." 

All the bills sought the same relief, and their averments, except- 
ing those in respect of alleged contracts with the State in relation 
to rates set up in the bills of the Louisville & Nashville Railroad 
Company and of the Cincinnati, New Orleans & Texas Pacific Rail- 
way Company, were in substance the same. 

The act of March 10, 1900, was set out in full; its pro- 
visions recapitulated; and complainants' view of the legal effect 
thereof given. The third paragraph was: "All of your orator'^ 
rates charged, collected or received within the State of Kentucky 
nre just and reasonable and have not been sufficient for many 
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years to give it a fair return upon the reasonable value of its- 
investment, notwithstanding it has at all times operated its- 
property with the strictest economy and in the most skillful man- 
ner." 

It was then averred that it was the duty of the railroad com- 
mission to see that thp laws relating to all railroads, except street,, 
were faithfully executed, and to exercise a general supervision 
over the railroads of the State; that its functions were admin-- 
istrative; that it was not established as a court; and that under 
the State constitution it could not be permitted to exercise ju- 
dicial powers. That all common carriers were subject only to- 
the requirement that their rates should be just and reasonable, 
and they were in case of controversy entitled to have the judg- 
ment of the courts on that question, but that the act referred 
to singled out railroad corporations and deprived them of any 
opportunity to have judicial determination of the reasonable* 
ness of their rates when disputed; substituted the non- judicial 
determination of the railroad commission; and subjected them- 
to penalties, there being no infliction of penalties provided as to 
other common carriers. That if defendants foe permitted to pro- 
ceed under the act, each complainant "will be compelled to 
charge the rates fixed by them without an opportunity for a ju- 
dicial investigation and determination as to their reasonableness, 
and it will thus *be deprived of the lawful use of its pj'operty and 
in substance and effect of its property itself without due process 
of law, and will also be denied the equal protection of the laws>- 
in violation of section 1 of article 14 of the amendment-^ to the Con- 
stitution of the United States." 

It was further averred that the act was in conflict with clause 
3 of section 8 of article I of the Constitution of the United 
States, giving Congress the exclusive power to regulate com- 
merce among the States, and with the acts of Congress in that 
belief. 

The bills then continued: 

^'And defendants have called for and obtained from your oratoir 
a list of rates fixed and charged by it for transportation of 
freight and passengers over its railroads in the State of Ken- 
tucky for the purpose of considering whether or not they shall 
be altered and reduced in accordance with the terms of said act, 
ftnd are giving it out in speeches and interviews that they intend 
to proceed at once under said act, and unless restrained by the 
order of this £Ourt defendants will proceed at once to hear and 
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determine complaints under said act, although the same is ,in 
contravention of the Constitution of the United States in all the 
particulars hereinabove set out, and is therefore null aiid voidf.- 
and will proceed thereupon to reduce your orator's rates to 
such as they think your orator should charge, and will thereafter 
at pleasure modify, and still further reduce the rates so fixed, 
and if your orator does not observe th^ rates so fixed/ no matter 
how unjustly and unreasonably low, your orator will be subjected! 
to innumerable prosecutions throughout the State of Kentucky 
for failing to comply with such rates fixed in this unconsti- 
tutional manner, and it will be subjected to innumera,ble' suits 
by consignors and consignees, who will claim the right to shii^ 
at said rates so unconstitutionally fixed and to sue for any excess 
they may be charged over said rates, though rightfully charged, 
a;nd at the same time all your orator's olfflcers and agents audi 
servants, though perfectly innocent of any offense and though 
merely assisting your orator to maintain its constitutional rights,, 
will be indicted, prosecuted, and heavily fined, to the great de« 
moralization of the public service which your orator is bound to- 
render, and so it is, unless said defendants are restrained by 
the order of this court from proceeding under said act, youir 
orator's contract rights will be impaired, it will be deprived of its 
property without due process of law, denied the equal protection^ 
of the law, and subjected to great and irreparable wrong and injury 
and to a vast multiplicity of prosecutions and actions in the^ 
courts of said State." * 

The cases were disposed of on demurrer. 
The constitution of the State of Kentucky provided : 
"§ 209. Railroad Commission — Number — Qualifications- 
Powers — Election — Term* of OflSce — Removal of. — ^A commission 
is hereby established, to be known as 'The Railroad Commission,' 
which shall be composed of three commissioners. During the 
session of the general assembly which convenes in December, 
eighteen hundred and ninety-one, and before the first day of 
June, eighteen hundred and ninety-two, the governor shall 
appoint, by and with the advice and consent of the senate, said 
three commissioners, one from each superior court district as now 
established, and said appointees shall take their office at the ex- 
piration of the terms of the present incumbents. The commis- 
sioners so appointed shall continue in office during the term of the 
present governor, and until their successors are elected and 
qualified. At the regular election in eighteen hundred and ninety- 
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five, and every four years thereafter, the commissioners shall 
be elected, one in each superior court district, by the qualified 
voters thereof, at the same time and for the same term as the 
governor. No person shall be eligible to said oflSce unless he be 
At the time of his election, at least thirty years of age, a citizen of 
Kentucky two years, and a resident of the district from which 
he is chosen one year, next preceding his election; Any yacancy 
in this officQ shall be filled as provided in section one hundred 
and fifty-two of this constitution. The general assembly may, 
from time to time, change said districts so as to equalize the 
population thereof; and may, if deemed expedient, require that 
the commissioners be all elected by the qualified voters of the 
State at large. And if so required, one commissioner shall be 
from each district. No person in the service of any railroad or 
•common carrier company or corporation, or of any firm or asso- 
ciation conducting business as a common carrier, or in anywise 
pecuniarily interested in such company, corporation, firm or asso- 
ciation, or in the railroad business, or as a common carrier, shall 
hold such oflSce, The powers and duties of the railroad commission- 
ers shall be regulated by law; and until otherwise provided by law 
the commission so created shall have the same powers and juris- 
-diction, perform the same duties, be subject to the same regula- 
tions, and receive the same compensation, as now conferred, pre- 
scribed and allowed tby law tq the existing railroad commission- 
ers. The general assembly may,' for cause, address any of said 
commissioners out of office by similar proceedings as in the case 
of judges of the Court of Appeals; and the general assembly shall 
enact laws to prevent the non-feasance and misfeasance in offtce 
of said commissioners, and to impose proper penalties therefor." 
"§ 218. Penalty for charging more for short than long haul — 
Power of commission. — It shall be unla:!5Vful for any person or 
corporation, owning or operating a railroad in this State, or any 
common carrier, to charge or receive any greater compensation 
in the aggregate for the transportation of passengers, or of prop- 
erty of like kind, under substantially similar circumstances and 
conditions, for a shorter than for a longer distance over the 
«ame line, in the same direction, the shorter being included with- 
in the longer distance; but this shall not be construed as author- 
izing any common carrier, or person or corporation, owning or 
operating a railroad in this State, to receive as great compen- 
sation for a shorter as for a longer distance: Provided, That 
upon application to the railroad commission, such common car- 
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pier, or person, or corporation owning or operating a railroad 
in this State, may, in special cases, after investigation by the 
commission, be authorized to charge less for longer than for 
shorter distances for the transportation of passengers, or prop- 
erty; and the commission may, from time to time, prescribe the ex- 
tent to which such common carrier, or person, or corporation! 
owning or operating a railroad 'in this State, may be relieved 
from the operations of this section." 

The following are sections of the General Laws of Kentucky 
of 1894: 

"§ 816. Extortion — ^what is. — If ^ny railroad corporation shall 
charge, collect or receive more than a just and reasonable rate, 
of toll or compensation for the transportation of passengers or 
freight in this State, or for the use of any railroad car upon its- 
track, or upon any track it has control of, or the right to use in 
this State, it shall be guilty of extortion. 

"§ 817. Discrimination — what is. — ^If any corporation engaged 
in operating a railroad in this State shall, directly or indirectly,, 
by any special rate, rebate, drawback or other device, charge, de- 
mand, collect, or receive from any person a greater or less com- 
pensation for any service rendered in the transportation of pas- 
sengers or property than it charges, demands, collects or re- 
ceives from any other person for doing for him a like and con- 
temporaneous service in the transportation of a like kind of 
traffic, it shall be deemed guilty of unjust discrimination. 

"§ 818. Preference or advantage forbidden — Rules defining 
same quantity of freight. — It shall be unlawful for any corpora- 
tion to make or give any undue or unreasonable preference or ad- 
vantage to any particular person or locality, or any particular 
description of tralfflc, in any respect whatever, in the transpor- 
tation of a like kind of •traffic; or to subject any particular per- 
son, company, firm, corporation or locality, or any particular 
description of traffic, to any undue or unreasonable prejudice 
or disadvantage. ... 

"§ 819. Penalty in damages for extortion, discrimination, pref- 
erence — Jurisdiction — Duty of commission — Limitation. — Any 
railroad corporation that shall be guilty of extortion or unjust 
discrimination, or of giving to any person or locality, or to any 
description of traffic, an undue or unreasonable preference or 
advantage, shall, upon conviction, be fined for the first offense 
in any sum not less than five hundred dollars nor more than one 
thousand dollars; and, upon a second conviction, in any sum not 
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less than five hundred dollars nor nK)re than two thousand dol- 
lars; and, upon a third conviction, in any sum not less than two 
thousand dollars nor more than five thousand dollars. The cir* 
•cuit court of any county into or through which the line of railroad 
may run, owned or operated by the corporation alleged to be guilty 
4XS aforesaid, and the Franklin circuit court, shall have jurisdiction 
of the offense, which shall be prosecuted by indictment, or by 
Action in the name of the Commonwealth, upon information filed 
by the board of railroad commissioners; and such railroad cor- 
poration shall also be liable in damages to the party aggrieved 
to the amount of damages sustained, together with cost of suit 
and reasonable attorneys' fees to be fixed by the court. Indict- 
ments under this section shall be made only upon the recommen- 
'dation or request of the railroad commission, filed in the court 
having jurisdiction of the offense; and all prosecutions and 
actions under this law shall be commenced within two years after 
the offense shall have been committed, or the cause of action shall 
have, accrued. 

"§ 820. Long and short haul over same road — Penalty — Juris- 
diction of courts — ^Duty of commission. — ^If any person owning 
or operating a railroad in this State, or any common carrier, 
3hall charge or receive any greater compensation in the 
aggregate for the transportation of passengers or property of 
like kind, under substantially similar circumstances and condi- 
tions, for a shorter than for a longer distance, over \ he same line 
in the same direction, the shorter being included within the longer 
-distance, such person shall, for each offense, be guilty of a mis- 
demeanor, and ^be fined not less than one hundred nor more than 
^xe hundred dollars, to *be recovered by indictment in the Frank- 
lin circuit court, or the circuit court of any county into or through 
which the railroad or common carrier so violating rmis or carries on 
its business. Upon complaint made to the railroad commission that 
any railroad or common carrier has violated the provisions of 
this section, it shall be the duty of the commission to investigate 
the grounds of complaint, and if, after such investigation, the 
commission deems it proper to exonerate the railroad or common 
carrier from the operation of the provisions of this section an order 
in writing to that effect shall be made to the commission, and a copy 
thereof delivered to the complainant and the railroad or common 
carrier and the same shall be published as a part of the report of 
the commission ; and after such order, the railroad or carrier shall 
not be prosecuted or fined on account of the complaint made. If 
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the commission^ after iavestigation, fails to exonerate the rail« 
road or carrier from the operation of the provisions of this sec- 
tion, an order in writing to that effect shall be made by the com- 
mission, and a copy thereof delivered to the complainant, and the 
railroad or common carrier^ and the same shall be published as 
a part of the report of the commission; and after such order> it 
shall be the duty of the commission to furnish a statement of the 
facts, together with a copy of its order, to the grand jury of any 
county, the circuit court of which has jurisdiction, in oi;der that 
the railroad company or carrier may be indicted for the offense; 
and the commission shall use proper efforts to see that such com* 
pany or carrier is indicted and prosecuted. 

"§ 821. Three commissioners — ^Duties. — ^There fis established 
a department in the State government to be known as the rail- 
road commission, which shall be composed of three commissioners, 
one of whom shall act as chiairman, and whose duty it shall be to 
dee that the laws relating to all railroads, except street, are faith- 
fully executed, and to exercise a general supervision over the rail- 
roads of the State. Each of said commissioners is authorized to 
administer oaths,^ and two of them ^all constitute a quorum." 

*^§ 826. Freight for foreign points to be examined by com- 
mission — ^Duty of commission. — Said commission shall examine 
all through freight rates from points out of this State to points 
into this State; and whenever they find that a through rate 
charged into or out of this State is excessive or unreasonable, 
or discriminating in its nature, they shall call the attention of 
the railroad olfflcials in this State to the fact, and to urge them 
of the propriety of changing such freight. And when such rates 
are not changed, it shall be the duty of said commission to pre^ 
sent the facts to the Interstate Commerce Commission and ap- 
peal to it for relief, and^ they shall receive upon application the 
services of the attorney-general of this State and into the con- 
dition, management, and all other matters concerning the busi- 
ness of railroads in this State, so far as the same pertain to the 
relation of such railroads to the public, and whether such rail- 
road corporations, their oflftcers and employes, comply with the 
laws of the State; and whenever it shall come to their knowledge, 
or they shall have reason to believe, that the laws affecting railroad 
corporations in their business relations to the public have been 
violated, they shall prosecute, or cause to be prosecuted, the cor- 
porations or persons guilty of such violation. 

2 



34 / TWENTY-SECOND ANNUAL REPORT OF 

"§ 827. Examination of olfflcers and employes by eommissioii 
— Penalty for contempt. — ^They shall have the power to examine, 
under oath, any person, or the directors, olficers, agents and em- 
ployes "of any railroad corporation doing business in this State, 
concerning the management of its affairs, and to obtain informa- 
tion pursuant to this law; and shall hare power to issue subpoenas 
for the attendance of witnesses, and to administer oaths ; and any 
person who shall neglect or refuse to obey the process of sub- 
poenas issued by said commission, or who, being in attendance, 
shall refuse to testify, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, 
ai^d, upon conviction thereof, shall be punished for each offense 
by a fine of not less than fifty dollar* nor more than one hundred 
dollars, or by imprisonment not less than ten nor more than fifty 
days, or both, in the discretion of the jury. 

"§ 828. Penalty for failing to make required reports or ob- 
structing commission — Jurisdiction of courts. — Each oflScer,- 
agent or employe failing or refusing to make, under oath, any 
report required by the commission within the time required, or 
failing or refusing to answer fully, under oath, if required, any 
inquiry propounded by the cqpamission, or w^ho shall, in any way, 
hinder or cfostruct the commission in the discharge of its duty, 
shall be guilty of a misdemeanor, and shall be fined for each 
offense not less than five hundred nor more than one thousand 
dollars; and it shall be the duty of the commission to prosecute 
the person offending; and the Franklin circuit court, or the circuit 
court of any county through which the railroad runs, the officer, 
agent or employe of which has violated the provisions of this sec- 
tion, shall have jurisdiction of such prosecution; and it shall be 
the duty of the Commonwealth's attorney to prosecute all in- 
dictments, actions and proceedings under this law. 

"§ 829. Complaints against companies — Award of Commission 
—Proceedings upon.— The commission shall hear and determine 
complaints under sections eight hundred and sixteen, eight hun- 
dred and seventeen and eight hundred and eighteen. Such com- 
plaints shall be made in writing and they shall give the company 
complained of not less than ten days' notice of the time and place 
of the hearing of the same. They shall hear and reduce to writing 
all the evidence adduced by the parties, and render such award as 
may V.)e proper. If the award of the commission be r.ot satisfied 
within ten days after the same is rendered, the chairman shall 
file a copy of said award and the evidence heard, in the office of 
tlie clerk of the circuit court of the county, which, un- 
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der the Code of Practice, would have jurisdiction of said contro- 
versy, and the clerk of said court shall enter the same on the 
docket for trial; and summons shall be issued, as in other cases^ 
against the party against whom the award shall have been ren- 
dered, requiring said party to appear in the court, within the time 
allowed in ordinary cases, and show cause why said award shall 
not be satisfied. If such party fails to appear, judgment shall 
be rendered by default, and the same proceedings had thereon 
as in other ordinary cases. If a trial is demanded the case shall 
be tried, in all respects, as other ordinary cases in which the 
same amount is involved, except that no evidence shall be intro- 
duced by either party except that heard by the commission, except 
such as the court shall be satisfied, by sworn testimony, could 
not have been produced before the commission by the exercise 
of reasonable diligence; the judgment and proceedings thereon 
shall be the same as in other ordinary cases." 

Mr. Chief Justice Puller delivered the opinion of the Court: 

By the decrees the Railroad Commission of the Commonwealth 
of Kentucky was permanently restrained from proceeding under 
the act of March 10, 1900, which was alleged and held to be un- 
constitutional. 

Conceding that the mere fact that a duly enacted law is un- 
constitutional does not entitle a party to relief by injunction 
against proceedings in compliance therewith, it is contended that 
ground of equity jurisdiction existed here in the want of adequate 
remedy by the ordinary processes of law for the threatened con- 
sequences of the exercise of the power to fix rates in multiplicity 
of suits and irreparable injury. , 

It is insisted that, according to the terms of the act, the order 
of the Commission fixing the rate, toll or compensation which the 
railroad companies may charge, is self-executing, and that no duty 
to enforce it is imposed on the Commission; that the companies 
are shut up by the act, to the final determination of the Com- 
mission that they have charged more than a just and reasonable 
rate, and that on the trial of indictments for failure to observe 
the rates made by the Commission, the courts can not entertain 
any inquiry as to the reasonableness of the rates so fixed be- 
cause such inquiry is unwarranted by the statute, and because 
such an investigation would be illusory and worthless. And that 
even if the question of constitutionality could be raised in dofouj^o, 
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yet that if such order be permitted to be entered of record, and 
notified as provided, the companies, if they do not comply, will 
be at once exposed to innumerable prosecutions, and to financial 
ruin by the accumulation of penalties before a judicial decision 
as to the validity of the statute could be had, if it should then 
happen that the statute is upheld. 

However all this may be, we think it is not to be doubted that 
these bills can not* be maintained if it appear that the Commission 
is charged with the duty of enforcing the orders it may entei" fixing 
rates: The objection that before this is done, the Commission is 
required to exercise judicial functions in determining that the 
companies have charged or received more than a just and reason- 
able rate, goes to the validity of the act. The fixing of rates is es- 
sentially legislative in its character, and the general rule is that 
legislative action can not be interfered with by injunction. 

It is true that in Stone v. Farmers' Loan & Trust Company, 116 
U. S. 307, the suit was brought to enjoin the railroad commission 
of Mississippi from proceeding under the provisions of a certain 
statute therein mentioned against a railroad company, but the 
question of jurisdiction, does not seem to have been raised. The 
ease was considered on its merits and the bill directed to be dis- 
missed. Mr. Chief Justice Waite, speaking for th^ court, among 
other things, said : "As yet the commissioners have done nothing. 
There is, certainly, much they may do in regulating charges within 
the State, which will not be in conflict with the Constitution of the 
United States. It is to be presumed they will always act within 
the limits of their constitutional authoritv. It will be time 
enough to consider what may be done to prevent it when they at- 
tempt to go beyond." 

In New Orleans Waterworks Co. v. New Orleans, 164 IT. S. 471, 
482, the general rule was stated and applied, and Mr. Justice Har- 
lan, who delivered the opinion of the court, said: "We repeat that 
when the city council shall pass an ordinance that infringes the 
rights of the plaintiff, and is unconstitutional and void as impair- 
ing the obligation of its contract with the State, it will be time 
enough for equity to interfere, and, by injunction to prevent the 
execution of such ordinance. If the ordinances already passed 
are in derogation of the plaintiff's contract rights, their enforce- 
ment can be prevented by appropriate proceedings instituted di- 
rectly against the parties who seek to have the benefit of them. 
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ThiB may involve the plaintiff in a multiplicity of actions. But 
that circumstance can not justify any such decree as it asks.'' 

The rule was also applied by Mr. Justice Field in Alpers v. San 
Francisco, 32 Fed. Bep. 603, where complainant sought an injunc* 
tion to restrain the passage of an ordinance *which he alleged 
would impair the obligation of a .contract he had with the city. 
Mr. Justice Field said: "This no one will question as applied to 
the power of the legislature of the State. The suggestion of any 
^uch jurisdiction of the court over that body would not be enter- 
tained for a moment. The same exemption from judicial interfer- 
ence applies to all legislative bodies, so far as tl^eir legislative 
discretion extends. . . • The courts can not in the one case 
forbid the passage of a law nor in the other the passage of a reso- 
lution, order or ordinance. If by either body, the legislature or 
the board of supervisors, an unconstitutional act be passed^ its 
enforcement may be arrested. The parties seeking to execute the 
invalid act can be reached by the courts, while the legislative body 
of the State or of the municipality, in the exercise of its legisla- 
tive discretion, is beyond their jurisdiction. The fact that in 
either case the legislative action threatened may be in disregard 
-of constitutional restraints, and impair the obligation of a con-' 
tract, as alleged in this case, does not affect the question. It is 
legislative discretion which is exercised,, and that discretion 
whether rightfully or wrongfully exercised, is not subject to inter- 
ference by the judiciary." 

In Southern Pacific Company v. Board of Bailroad Commission- 
ers, 78 Fed. Bep. 236, the law of California provided that the com- 
missioners might "enforce their decisions and correct abuses 
through the medium of the courts;" and, in substance, that after 
the rate was made by the commission, a copy of the order should 
be served on the corporation affected thereby, and that twenty 
days thereafter the rate should take effect. A bill was filed be- 
fore the twenty days had expired, and Mr. Justice McKenna, then 
-Circuit Judge, held, that it was the duty of the commissioners to 
^enforce the rate, and that an injunction would lie. The railroad 
commission had made an order reducing the grain rates of the 
company eight per cent., and had passed a resolution declaring 
Ihat its general charges were twenty-five per cent, too high, and 
that "this board proceed at once to adopt a revised schedule of 
rates in accordance herewith in order that the same may be in 
iorce before January 1, 1896." The court enjoined the enforce- 
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ment of the eight per cent, reduction, which had already been 
made, but declined to restrain the twenty-five per cent, reduction^ 
because no decisive action had been taken. 

Reading the various sections of the General Statutes of Ken- 
tucky, set forth in the statement preceding this opinion, as in pari 
materia with the act of March 10, 1900, which should be done since 
they are parts of one system, having the same general objects in. 
view, we think it apparent that the duty devolves on the Cojn- 
mission to enforce the rates it may fix under the latter act. . By 
section 816, extortion was defined to be charging more than a just 
and reasonable rate. Section 817 defined unjust discrimination,, 
and section 818 forbade undue or unreasonable preference. 

Section 819 denounced the same penalties on conviction of the 
offense of extortion, or of unjust discrimination, or of unreasona- 
ble preference, and provided for prosecution by indictment, or by 
action in the name of the Commonwealth, on information filed by 
the board of railroad commissioners; that the railroad companies- 
should be liable in damages to the party aggrieved; and also that 
prosecution by indictment should only be had on the recommenda- 
tion or request of the railroad commission. 

By section 829 the Commission was empowered to hear and de- 
termine complaints under sections eight hundred and sixteen,. 
eight hundred and seventeen, and eight hundred and eighteen, and 
to enforce their awards in the courts. 

The duty was imposed on the Commission to initiate indictments 
under section 820 for charging greater compensation, in the aggre- 
gate, for a shorter than for a longer haul. 

Section 821 made it the duty of the Commission to see that the 
laws relating to railroads should be faithfully executed, and to* 
exercise a general supervision over the railroads of the State. 

So that unless the act of March 10, 1900, operated to repeal the 
provisions of the prior law, by withdrawing from the Commission 
the duty of enforcing the rates it might fix, it was its duty so to* 
do, and indictments were to be found at its instance. 

Section 816 reads thus: "If any railroad corporation shall charge^ 
collect or receive more than a just and reasonable rate of toll or 
compensation for the transportation of passengers or freight in. 
this State, or for the use of any railroad car upon its track, or 
upon any track it has control of, or the right to use in this State, 
it shall Ibe guilty of extortion." 

In Louisville & Nashville Eailroad Co. v. Commonwealth, 99* 



THE RAILROAD COMMISSION. 



39 



Ky. 132, this section was considered. The court held that the 
section could not be enforced as a penal statute for want of cer- 
tainty, and said: / 

"That this statute leaves uncertain what shall be deemed a ^just 
and reasonable .rate of toll or compensation,' ckn not be denied, 
and that different juries might reach different conclusions, on the 
same te^imony, as to whether or not an offense has been com-, 
mitted, must also be conceded. 

"The criminality of the carriers act, therefore, depends on the 
jury's view of the reasonableness of the rate charged; and this lat- 
ter depends on many uncertain and con^plicated elements. 

"That the corporation, has fixed a rate which it considers will 
bring it only a fair return for its investment does not alter the 
nature of the act. Under this statute it is still a crime, though it 
can not be known to be such until after an investigation by a jury, 
and then only in that particular case, as another jury may take a 
different view, and, holding the rate reasonable, find the same act 
not to constitute an offense. There is no standard whatever fixed 
by the statute, or attempted to be fixed, by which the carrier may 
regulate its conduct; and it seems clear to us to be utterly repug- 
nant to our system of laws to punish a person for an act, the crimi- 
nality of which depends, not on any standard erected by the law 
which may be known in advance, but on one erected by a jury. 
And especially so as that standard must be as variable and un- 
certain as the views of different juries may suggest, and as to 
which nothing can be known until after the commission of the 
crime." 

The court referred to and quoted from Railroad v. Jones, 149 
111. 361, and Eailroad v. The People, 77 111. 443, in which it was 
held under a similar statute that the want of certainty in lack of 
reference to a standard under its first section was obviated by its 
eighth section providing for the making by the railroad and ware- 
house commissioners of schedules of reasonable and maximum 
rates, which, being done, the Supreme Court of Illinois said, "there 
will be a standard of what is fair and reasonable, and the statute 
can be conformed to and obeyed.'' 

Such being the state of the law, the act of March 10, 1900, was 
passed. 

The mischief to be cured in respect of extortion as defined by 
section 816 was the want of certainty, and the remedy provided 
was the fixing of the rates by the railroad commission. 
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In SO providing, the act, while repeating many of the provisions- 
of section 819, did, indeed, omit reference to an action by way of 
information, and to liability in damages, and it also omitted the 
provision that indictments should be made only on the recommen- 
dation or request of the railroad commission, but it does not, there- 
fore, follow that it was the legislative intention, without any ex- 
pression thereof in terms, to repeal so important a provision. 

Was the provision repealed by necessary implication? ' "We say 
by necessary implication, for it is not sufficient to establish that 
subsequent laws cover some or even all of the cases provided for 
by it (the prior law); for they may be merely affirmative, or cumu- 
lative, or auxiliary." Story, J., Wood v. United States, 16 Pet. 
362. 

Repeals by implication are not favored, and are only allowed tO' 
the extent that repugnancy exists, and in order to give an act not 
clearly intended as a substitute for an earlier one, the effect of re- 
pealing it, the implication of the intention to do so must necessa-* 
rily flow from the language used, bearing in mind the necessity 
and occasion of the law. And where it is plain that the new law is^ 
in aid of the purposes of the old law, the latter will not be held 
to be abrogated except so far as there is palpable inconsistency. 

We do not think that it was intended to repeal the provision of 
section 819 requiring indictments to be found only on the recom- 
mendation or request of the Commission, and still less that it was 
intended to circumscribe in this particular the general duty of the 
Commission to see that the laws relating to railroads should be 
faithfully executed. 

Dealing, as we are, with the statutes of Kentucky, we are grati- 
fied to find these views confirmed by the Court of Appeals of that 
Commonwealth in Illinois Central Railroad Company v. Common- 
wealth, decided October 25, 1901, its opinion having been furnished' 
us at the close of the argument, and since reported in 64 S. W. 
Rep. 975. 

In that case the railroad company was indicted under section 
820, and fined for charging more for a shorter than a longer haul. 
The indictment was returned before the railroad commission had 
determined whether the company should be exonerated as pro- 
vided by that section. The judgment was reversed, and Hobson, 
J., speaking for the court, said: 

'^n the construction of statutes the cardinal aim of the court 
is to arrive at the intention of the legislature. The court will pre- 
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.sume that the legislature meant something' by all the provisions 
of the statute, and will endeavor to give them all a fair effect. 
If the legislature had intended indictments to be found for each 
♦offense, regardless of action by the railroad commission, we see 
no reason why the section might not have stopped with the first 
sentence defining the offense and providing for its punishment, 
for by the next section (821) it is made the duty of the Commission 
^to see that the laws relating to all railroads, except street, are 
faithfully executed;' and under this provision it would be the duty 
of the Commission to see to violations of the preceding section. 
. . . From the section as a whole it is clear that the legislature 
had in mind providing for the exoneration of the railroad from its 
provisions in proper cases and exempting the carrier from crimi- 
nal liability to this extent. It therefore provided for tin investi- 
gation by the railroad commission, a determination by it whether 
it deemed it proper to exonerate the railroad and for the enforce- 
ment of its decision by indictment by the grand jury in case the 
railroad was not exonerated. To allow the carrier to be indicted 
in advance of any action, by the railroad commission under this 
section would be to deprive it of all opportunity for exoneration. 
The legislature had no such result in mind, but clearly aimed to 
secure to the carrier a hearing on this question. 

"The long and short haul matter is ouly another form of undue 
discrimination and preference, which are provided for by section 
819, and indictments under this section can only be had upon the 
recommendation of the railroad commission. This has been a set- 
tled legislative policy, as shown by the act of April 6, 1882, (see 
Oeneral Statutes, 1021,) which was in force at the time of the 
adoption of the constitution and the present statutes. In other 
words, the legislature has always acted upon the idea that the 
interests of the entire people of the State should be looked to in 
these matters, and that the railroad commission must first de- 
termine them before the grand juries of the State should find in- 
dictments." 

The fourth section of the act of the general assembly of Ken- 
tucky of April 6, 1882, (Acts 1881, p. 66, c. 790,) entitled ''An act to 
prevent extortion and discrimination in the transportation of 
freight and passengers by railroad corporations, and in aid of that 
purpose to establish a board of railroad commissioners, and de- 
fine its powers and duties," set forth in the edition of the Ken- 
tucky statutes of 1887, p. 1021, and referred to by the court, pro- 
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vided for the infliction of penalties on railroad companies convict- 
ed of extortion or unlawful discrimination, and that the offender 
should be "prosecuted by indictment or by action in the name of 
the Commonwealth, upon information filed by the board of railroad 
commissioners;" and also that the companies should be liable in 
damages to the parties aggrieved. • The act of March 10, 1900, doe» 
not appear to have been intended to change the settled legislative 
policy that indictments should be found on the recommendation of 
the Commission. 

The result of these considerations is that the duty of enforcing 
its rates rests on the Commission and that none of the conse- 
quences alleged to be threatened can be set up as the basis of 
equity interposition before the rates are fixed at all. Whether 
after they are determined their enforcement can be restrained ia 
a question not arising for decision on this record, and we are not 
called on to dispose of other contentions of grave importance, 
which were pressed in argument, as if now requiring adjudication. 

Decrees reversed and cases remanded to the Circuit Court with 
a direction to sustain the demurrers and dismiss the bills. 

True copy. 

Test: 

Clerk Supreme Court, U. S, 
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The Louisville & Nashville Railroad Company, 

Plaintiff in Error) 

The Commonwealth of Kentucky. 

[January 6, 1902.] 



In Error to the Court of Appeals of the State of Kentucky. 



At the January term, 1895, of the Marion county circuit court 
of the State of Kentucky, an indictment was found against the 
liouisville & Nashville Railroad Company, a corporation of the 
State of Kentucky, for an alleged violation of section 218 of the 
constitution of the State, and section 820 of the Kentucky stat- 
utes, in charging more for the transportation of coal from Alta- 
mont, Kentucky, to Lebanon, Kentucky, than to Louisville and 
Elizabethtown, Kentucky, over railroads which the company were 
operating under its charter. The indictment alleged that it was 
filed upon the recommendation of the State railroad commission. 
The trial resulted in a judgment of conviction and a fine of ^00, 
which, on appeal, was, on May 20, 1899, affirmed by the Court of 
Appeals. From that judgment of the Court of Appeals a writ of 
error was allowed by the Chief Justice of that court on June 28, 
1899, and the case was brought to this court. 

« 
Mr. Justice Shieas delivered the opinion of the Court. 



This case is here on a writ of error to a judgment of the Court 
of Appeals of the State of Kentucky, affirming a judgment of the 
circuit court of Marion County, Kentucky, sentencing the Louisville 
and Nashville Railroad Company to a fine of fSOO for an alleged 
violation of a statute of that State, which declares, among other 
things, that it shall be unlawful for any person or corporation 
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owning or operating a railroad in the State to charge or receive 
any greater compensation in the aggregate for the transportatioa 
of passengers, or of property of like kind, under substantially sim^ 
ilar circumstances and copditions, for a shorter than for a longer 
distance, over the same line, in the same direction, the shorter be* 
ing included in the longer distance. 

This statute is based upon section 218 of the constitution of the 
State of Kentucky, adopted in 1891. The statute which is section 
820 of the Kentucky statutes and section 218 of the constitution 
are set forth in full in the report of the case of McChord and others^ 
V. The Louisville & Nashville Bailroad Company, and cognate 
cases, recently decided by this court, and need not be here copied^ 
at length. 

Those cases were here on appeal from final decrees of the Cir* 
cuit Court of the United States for the District of Kentucky, en- * 
joining the railroad commission of the State from enforcing against 
the complainants, of which the Louisville and Nashville Bailroad 
Company, the plaintiff in error in the present case, was one, the 
provisions of an act of the Commonwealth of Kentucky, approved 
March 10, 1900, entitled "An act to prevent railroad companies 
or corporations owning and operating a line or lines of railroads, 
and its officers, agents and employes, from charging, collecting, 
or receiving extortionate freight or passenger rates in this com- 
monwealth, and to further increase and define the duties and 
powers of the railroad commission in reference thereto, and pre- 
scribing the manner of enforcing the provisions of this act and\ 
penalties for the violation of its provisions." 

The occasion of the passage of this act of March 10, 1900, was 
a decision of the Court of Appeals of Kentucky holding that sec- 
tion 816, which declared that any railroad company which should 
charge and collect more than a just and reasonable rate of toll or 
compensation for the transportation of passengers or freight in 
that State, was guilty of extortion, could not be enforced as a 
penal statute for want of certainty. (Louisville & Nashville B. E. 
r. Commonwealth,' 99 Ky. 132.) 

The effort was made in the Circuit Court of the United States, 
and successfully, to have it held that by the said act of March 10, 
1900, section 819, in so far as it provided an action by way of in- 
formation, and to liability in damages, and that indictments should 
be made only on the recommendation or request of the railroad 
commission, was repealed by necessary implication; and that ac- 
cordingly the order of the commission, fixing the rate, toll or com- 
pensation they may charge, was self-executing, and that no duty 
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to ^ifori!e it was imposed on the commission; that the' railroad 
eompanies were shut np ^y the act to the final determiil^- 
tion of the commission that they have charged more than a just and 
reasonable rate; that on the trial indictments for failure to ob- 
serve the rates made by the commission, the courts can not enter-- 
tain any inquiry as to the reasonableness of rates so fixed, be- 
cause such inquiry is unwarranted by the statute, and therefore 
illusory and worthless; and that even if the questipn of consti- 
tutionality could be raised in defense, yet that if the order of the 
commission were permitted to be entered of record, the compan- 
ies, if they did not comply, would be at once exposed to innumer- 
able prosecutions and to financial ruin by the accumulation of 
penalties before a judicial decision as to the validity of the statute 
could be had, if it should then happen that the statute was upheld^ 

It was, however, held by this court that it was not the intent 
or effect of the act of March 10, 1900, to repeal those provisions 
of section 819, requiring indictments to be found only on the recom- 
mendation of the commission, nor to circumscribe, in this particu- 
lar, the general duty of the commission to see that the law relating 
to railroads should be faithfully executed. This view of the mean- 
ing and effect of the legislation was taken by the Court of Appeals 
of Kentucky in the case of Illinois Bailroad Company v. 
Commonwealth, decided while the appeals from the decrees of 
the Circuit Court of the United States were pending in this courts 
In that case the railroad company was indicted under section 820, 
and fined for charging more for a shorter than for a longer haul. 

The indictment was returned before the railroad commission had 
determined whether the railroad company should be exonerated 
as provided in that section, and the Court of Appeals held that "to 
allow the carrier to be indicted in advance of any action by the ' 
railroad commission under this section would be to deprive it of all 
opportunity for exoneration. The long and short haul matter is only 
another form of undue discrimination and preference, which are 
provided for by section 819, and indictments under this section 
can only be had upon the recommendation of the railroad com- 
mission. This has been a settled legislative policy, as shown by 
the act of April 6, 1882, (see General Statutes, 1021,) which was in 
force at the time of the adoption of the constitution and the 
present statutes. In .other words, the legislature has always 
acted upon the idea that the interests of the entire people of the 
State should be looked to in these matters, and that the railroad 
commission must first determine them before the grand juries of 
the State should find indictments." 
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The* conclusion reached by this court, therefore, waa that the 
duty of enforcing its rates rests on the commission, and that there 
was no basis for interposition by a court of equity before the rates 
were fixed at all; and that whether, after the rates have been de- 
termined by the commission, their enforcement could be restrained, 
was a question not necessarily presented for decision in those 
cases; and, accordingly, the decrees of the Circuit ^ourt were re- 
versed with a direction to sustain the demurrer and dismiss the 
bills. 

In the case now on hand, the indictment was found, not in ad- 
vance of any action by the railroad commission, but on its 
recommendation. Hence, the question of the validity of the pro- 
visions of the constitution and laws of the State of Kentucky under 
which these proceedings were had, is properly before us. Of 
course, our consideration of it must be restricted to its Federal 
aspect; in other words, we are to inquire whether the State enact- 
ments, constitutional and statutory, in the particulars involved in 
this controversy, and under the construction given them by the 
Court of Appeals, are in conflict with the Fourteenth Amendment 
of the Constitution of the United States. 

At the trial of the indictment it was not seriously disputed that 
the defendant company had, at the time and place alleged, charged 
and received, for the carriage and transportation of coal over its 
line of road, a greater compensation for a shorter than for a longer 
distance, over the same line in the same direction, the shorter be- 
ing included within the longer distance, without having been 
authorized by the railroad commission so to charge, and after the 
commission, upon investigation, had tef used so to do. 

But certain facts, which were alleged to show that the circum- 
stances and conditions, under which the charges in question were 
made and received, were not substantially similar with those 
ordinarily obtaining, and thus to show that the charges objected 
to were just and reasonable, were offered in evidence by the rail- 
road company, and excluded from the jury by the trial court, which 
gave to the jury what amounted, in legal effect, to a peremptory 
instruction to find the defendant company guilty as indicted. The 
jury accordingly returned a verdict of guilty, fixing the fine at $300, 
for which judgment was rendered, and an appeal was taken by the 
defendant company from that judgment to- the Court of Appeals. 

It was contended, in the courts below and here, that as section 
218 of the constitution of the State of Kentucky, regulating charges 
for transportation over different distances, is in terms a copy of the 
provision on the same subject in the interstate commerce act, it 



THE RAILROAD COMMISSION. 



47 



should be assumed that it was the intention of the constitutional 
convention of Kentucky to adopt the construction put upon that 
provision in the interstate commerce law by the Federal courts, 
and that as those courts had held that the existence of actual com- 
petition of controlling force in respect to traffic important in 
amount might make out a dissimilarity of circumstances and con- 
ditions, entitling the carrier to charge less for the longer than for 
the shorter, haul, without any necessity to first apply to the com- 
mission for authority so to do, that construction should have been 
followed at the present trial, where evidence was offered tending 
to show the existence of competition of that character, caused by 
river transportation of coal from points outside of the State. 

Such contention might seem reasonably to have been urged in 
the State courts, but as they have seen fit to disregard it, and to 
put a different construction upon the language employed, th^s court 
must accept the meaning of the State enactments to be that found 
in them by the State courts. The prevailing view in the Court of 
Appeals was thus expressed by Judge Hobson: 

"Appellant transported coal from Altamont to Louisville at 
$1.00 per ton, and to Elizabethtown at $1.30 per ton, while it 
charged $1.55 per ton from Altamont to Lebanon, an intermediate 
station, on the line of its road. Complaint being made to the rail- 
road commission, it investigated the matter, and made an order 
in writing declining to exonerate appellant from the operation of 
. the provisions of section 820, and thereafter, at the suggestion of 
the commission, appellant was indicted in the Marion circuit 
court, as provided in the statute. The case was tried, and appel- 
lant having been adjudged guilty, it prosecutes this appeal to re- 
verse the judgment imposing a fine upon it of $300. 

"Appellant justified the difference of the rate on the ground that 
at Louisville the coal hauled from Altamont came in competition 
with the coal brought down the Ohio River on boats, and that 
at Elizabethtown, it came in competition with western Kentucky 
coal brought there by the Illinois Central Railroad. It insists that 
these rates could be made no higher on account of this competi- 
tion, and that the rates to non-competitive points like Lebanon 
were reasonable, and were unaffected by the reduction referred to, 
which were necessary for the coal to be handled in those markets 
at all. The evidence offered by it to sustain this contention was 
excluded by the court below on the trial, on the ground that 
competition is not one of the circumstances or conditions exempt- 
ing the railroad from the operation of section 218 of the constitu- 
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tion. It is earnestly argued for appellant that the transportia- 
tion is not under substantially similar circumstances and condi- 
tions When competition exists at one point and not at another, and 
we are referred to numerous decisions of the Federal courts so 
holding. On the other hand, it is contended for the State that to 
adopt this construction is to emasculate the section and deprive it 
of all practical operation and effect. 

"The precise question thus presented was determined by this 
court in the case of Louisville & Nashville E. E, Co. v. Common- 
wealth, (20 Ky. Law Eeporter, 1380,) where the construction 
adopted by appellee was sustained. We are urged to over- 
rule that case; but it was fully considered and then reconsidered 
by the whole court, and we are- disinclined, with substantially no 
new light upon the question, to set aside the conclusion of the court 
reached then after so mature deliberation.'^ 

In order to fully understand the position of the Court of Appeals 
it may be well to quote a portion of the opinion of that court in the 
case of Louisville & Nashville E. E. Co. v. Commonwealth, (20 Ky. 
Law Eep. 1380,) referred to in the court's opinion in the present 
case: 

"The railroad commission was therefore created to meet the 
emergency, and was intended to be invested with full power to 
authorize or not in special cases less compensation to be charged 
for the longer than shorter distance, and to prescribe from time to 
time the extent to which the common carrier may be relieved from 
the operation of the section. In our opinion the court has not 
jurisdiction to either compel the railroad commission, upon appli- 
cation of the common carrier or those interested in particular in- 
dustries of callings, to suspend or relax operation of section 218, 
or, upon application of individuals or corporations feeling ag- 
grieved, to prohibit suspension or relaxation in special cases. 
While the commission is thus, and to that extent, free from judicial 
interposition, it can not of course nullify or, except in special cases, 
at all suspend operation of section 218; and though the railroad 
commission be invested with this unusual power, it must be treated 
as a constitutional power with which the court can not interfere.'* 

With the meaning thus attributed to section 218 of the constitu- 
tion, it is strenuously contended on behalf of the plaintiff in error 
"that said section has no reasonable relation to securing for the 
public reasonable rates or the prevention of extortion or under- 
charges, or the promotion of the safety, health, convenience or 
proper protection to the public; but that it amounts to an arbi- 
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trary and wholly unreasonable interference with perfectly legiti- 
mate business, and is, therefore, in conflict with t^e Fourteenth 
Amendment of the Constitution of the United ^States; and since 
the railroad company has built its railroads in the State of Ken- 
tucky, upon the faith of a charter granted it by the State authoriz- 
ing it to operate those railroads, it has a contract right to engage 
in such legitimate railroad business, and any such arbitrary inter- 
ference therewith as results from such a construction of section 
218 would impair the obligation of that contract." 

To sustain these contentions the learned counsel for the plain- 
tiff in error cite and rely upon those decisions of this court in which 
it has been held that, under pretense of regulating fares and 
freights, a State can not require a railroad corporation to carry per- 
sons or property without reward, neither can it do that which in 
law amounts to a taking of private property for public use with- 
out just compensation or without due process of law; that the 
question of the reasonableness of a rate of charge for transporta- 
tion by a railroad company, involving as it does the reasonableness 
both as regards the company and as regards the public, is eminent- 
ly a question for judicial investigation, requiring due process of 
law for its determination; and that if the company is deprived of 
the power of charging reasonable rates for the use of its property, 
and such deprivation takes place in the absence of an investigation 
by judicial machinery, it is deprived of the lawful use of its proper- 
ty, and thus, in substance and effect, of the property itself, without 
due process of law and in violation of the Constitution of the Uni- 
ted States; and that in so far as it is thus deprived, while other 
persons are permitted to receive reasonable profits upon their in- 
vested capital, the company is deprived of the equal protection of 
the laws. (Stone v. Farmers' Loan & Trust Co., 116 U. S. 455 ; Chicago 
&c. R. W. Co. V. Minnesota, 134 U. S. 418; Reagan v. Farmers' 
Loan & Trust Co., 154 U. S. 362; Smith v. Ames, 169 U. S. 466; L. 
S. & M. Rd. Co. V. Smith, 173 U. S. 684.) 

We certainly have no disposition to overrule or disregard cases 
flo recently decided and so elaborately considered. And, accord- 
ingly, if it appeared, in the present case, that the railroad commis- 
sion had arbitrarily fixed rates of fare and freight, in respect to 
which the railroad company was given no opportunity to be heard, 
and which were confiscatory, and amounted to depriving the plain- 
tiff in error of its property without due process of law, it would 
doubtless be our duty to furnish the relief asked for. Nor, yet, 
are we ready to carry the doctrine of the cited cases beyond the 
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limits therein established. For the Federal courts to interfere with> 
the legislative department of the State government, when acting, 
w^ithin the scope of its admitted powers; is always the exercise 
of a delicate power, one that should not be resorted to unless the 
reason for doing so is clear and unmistakable. 

As we understand the condition of the statutes of Kentucky, 
there was at the time when this case was tried in the circuit court 
of Marion County, and when the Court of Appeals disposed of it,, 
no power in the railroad commission to fix or establish rates or 
tolls which the railroad companies were bound to accept. Such 
power, however, was given to the commission by the act of March 
10, 1900, and it was to restrain the railrad commission from taking 
action under that act that bills in equity were filed by the Louis- 
ville and Nashville Eailroad Company and other railroad compan- 
ies in the Circuit Court of the United States. But in the present 
case, we have only to do with the question of the validity of the 
action of the railroad commission's proceeding under section 218 
of the constitution and sectin 820 of the statutes, which prescribe 
uniformity of pates for all distances, long or short, and make penaL 
disregard of such uniformity by railroad companies, except when 
authorized by the commission to charge less for longer than for 
shorter distances. As we have seen, this court held, on the appeals 
from the Circuit Court of the United States, that it was not com- 
petent for courts of equity to interfere with the action of the com- 
mission in respect to fixing rates before the rates were fixed at 
all, and \fhen it could not api)ear whether the companies would 
have any reason to complain of them. 

Our present duty is to consider only the objections to the valid- 
ity of the long and short haul clauses in the constitution and the 
statutes. 

It is scarcely necessary to say that the courts do not sit in 
judgment on the wisdom of legislative or constitutional enact- 
ments. This is a general principle; but it is especially true of Fed- 
eral courts when they are asked to interpose in a controversy be- 
tween a State and its citizens. 

This court then is not concerned with the wisdom of the people^ 
of Kentucky when they declared in their constitution that it 
should be unlawful for any person or corporation, owning or oper- 
ating a railroad in that State, to charge or receive any greater 
compenstion in the aggregate for the transportation of passen- 
gers, or of property of like kind, under substantially similar cir- 
cumstances and conditions, for a shorter than for a longer distance- 
over the same line, in the same direction, the shorter being in- 
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eluded within the longer distance. Nor, as we have already seen, 
is it for us to say that the Court of Appeals of Kentucky erred in 
«o construing that enactment as to forbid a railroad company from 
Justifying a voluntary disregard of its command by claiming that 
competition between its road and other modes of transportation 
created substantially dissimilar circumstances and conditions. 

It does not call for argument that railroad companies are in- 
corporated to perform a public service, and that it is for the State 
to define their powers and to control their exercise of such powers. 
The question for us, in the present case, is whether the State, by 
enacting a rule of action for such companies, forbidding a greater 
rate of charges for a shorter than for a longer distance, and by 
establishing a railroad commission of the kind and with the func- 
tions disclosed in the constitution and statutes, deprives the 
plaintiff in error of its property without due process of law and 
denies to it the equal protection of the laws. 

When the citizens of Kentucky voluntarily seek and obtain a 
grant from the State of a charter to build and maintain a public 
highway in the form of a railroad, it would seem to he evident that 
it takes, holds and operates its road subject to the constitutional 
inhibition we are considering, and are without power to challenge 
its validity. It may be that, in a given case, a railroad company 
may be able to show that the State has disabled itself from enforc- 
ing the provision by a contract previously made, and it may be 
that cases may arise in which the provision can not be enforced 
because operating as an unlawful interference with commerce be- 
tween the States. Indeed, those very positions are taken by the 
plaintiff in error in this case, and will receive our attention here- 
after. But, apart from such contentions, and looking only at the 
case of a company voluntarily formed to carry on business wholly 
within a State, we are unable to see how such a company can suc- 
cessfully contend that it can be exempted by the courts from the 
operation of the constitution of the State. 

It is said that, while it is true that railroad companies receive 
their rights to exist and to maintain their roads from the State, 
yet that their rights to exist and to maintain their roads from the 
^tate, yet that their ownership of such roads is property, and, as 
such, is protected from arbitrary interference by the State. But, 
though it be conceded that ownership in a railroad is property, if 
is property of a kind that is subject to the regulations prescribed 
by the State. We do not wish to be understood as intimating 
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that if, hereafter, the railroad commission should fix and establish 
rates of a confiscatory character the company would be without 
the protection which courts of equity have heretofore given in 
cases of that description. What we now say is, that a State cor* 
poration voluntarily formed can not exempt itself from the con- 
trol reserved to itself by the State by its constitution, and that 
the plaintiff in error, if not protected by a valid contract, can not 
successfully invoke the interposition of the Federal courts, iti re- 
spect to the long and short haul clause in the State constitution, 
on the ground simply that the railroad is property. Nor is there 
any foundation for the objection that the provision in question 
denies to the plaintiff in error the equal protection of the laws. 
The evil sought to be prevented was the use of public highways- 
in such a manner as to prefer, by difference of rates, one locality 
to another, and the remedy adopted by the State was to declare 
such preferences illegal, and to prohibit any person, corporation* 
or common carrier from resorting to them. That remedy included, 
in its scope every one, without distinction, whose calling, public in 
its character, gave an opportunity to do the mischief which the 
State desired to prevent. The practical inefficiency of this remedy 
to reach the desired end, and the resulting injury to the welfare 
of both the producers and the consumers of ^an article like coal,- 
when brought into competition with coal brought from without 
the State, are strongly urged on behalf of the plaintiff in error ; 
but, however well founded such objections may be, they go to the 
wisdom and policy of the enactment, not to its validity in a Fed- 
eral point of view. The people of Kentucky, if it can be shown 
that their laws are defective in their conception or operation, 
have the remedy in their own hands. 

It is further contended that the indictment and proceedings in 
this case were void, because of the nature of the proviso in sec- 
tion 218 of the constitution. That proviso is in the following 
words: "Provided, that upon application to the railroad commis- 
sion, such common carrier, or person, or corporation, owning or 
operating a railroad in this State, may in special cases, after inves- 
tigation by the commission, be authorized to charge less for longer 
than for shorter distances, for the transportation of passengers or* 
property; and the commission may, from time to time, prescribe 
the extent to which such common carrier, or person, or corpora- 
tion owning or operating a railroad in this State, may be relieve* 
from the operations of this section." 
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The argument is that "even if it were proper to- prohibit abso- 
lutely the charging of more for short than long hauls, yet where 
the law does not do so, but recognizes that there may be legiti- 
mate traffic which could thereby be interfered with, it is unconsti- 
tutional to entrust the dispensation of the right to engage in such 
legitimate traffic to a mere administrative tribunal, without any 
rules by which it may be guided, without specifying any conditions^ 
upon which the carriers shall be entitled to enjoy such legitimate 
traffic, and absolutely free to give or withhold its consent at Iter^ 
own pleasure or will, in any and all cases, withoat J^udical review 
or control/' 

But if it be competent for the State, as fbi» argument supposes,- 
to wholly forbid, in every case, and by every carrier, the charging, 
of more for a short than a long haul, it is not easy to see why the 
State may not permit such charges through the action of a tribu;- 
nal authorized to investigate the subject and to afford relief in 
cases deemed proper. Such a provision is ex gratiay and in the di- 
rection of exonerating the carrier from what the argument con- 
cedes to be a lawful limitation. Such an exercise of discretion by 
the railroad commission would be no more arbitrary than if the 
constitution had authorized the legislature to allow in special 
cases a greater charge for the shorter than for the longer distance, 
and to prescribe the extent of such excess. We are not prepared 
to accept the view that the railroad commission, in acting under 
section 218, is merely an administrative body, and as such subject 
to judicial review. It is rather a constitutional tribunal, empow- 
ered, upon the application of the carrier, to investigate the spe* 
^al circumstances and conditions which are claimed to justify 
the relief of the carrier from the operation of this section. It is 
not compulsory upon the carrier to make such application for relief 
to the commission. If he does not choose to do so, he will con- 
tinue to operate his railroad under and subject to the constitution- 
al prohibition. If he elects to resort to the commission, he can no 
more complain that its judgment is final, when it is against his 
contention, than the community affected can complain when its 
judgment is in his favor. Finality is a characteristic of the judg- 
ments of all tribunals, unless the laws provide for a review. 
Nothing is more common than the appointment of juries or com- 
missioners to find the value of lands taken for public use, or to 
assess damages to them whose findings are deemed final. Yet the 
evidence on which they act is not preserved; nor do the courts go* 
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into any inquiry into the various sources and grounds of judgment 
npon which the appraisers have proceeded. If there are charges 
of fraud or corruption, the courts may consider them; but it has 
never been held that the finality of their findings made the action 
of the appraisers unconstitutional or void. (Shoemaker y. United 
States, 147 U. S. 282, 305.) 

The plaintiff in error did not choose to avail itself of the right 
to apply for relief to the railroad commission, perhaps for the rea- 
son that doing so might be regarded as an acquiescence in or 
waiver of the right to object to the validity of the proviso. 

However this may be, it is difficult to see how a Federal ques- 
tion is presented by the apprehensions which the plaintiff may en- 
tertain that a resort to the commission might be futile. As al- 
ready said, the railroad company must be deemed to have accepted 
its grant, subject to the provisions of the constitution, and this 
presumption is as applicable to the method provided for exonera- 
tion from the prohibition as to the prohibition itself. 

We do not put the disability of the company to raise these 
questions upon the ground of an estoppel, strictly speaking, but 
upon the proposition that the company takes and holds its fran- 
chises and property subject to the conditions and limitations im- 
posed by the State in its constitution. (Munn v. Illinois, 94 U. S. 
113; Davidson v. New Orleans, 96 U. S.; Railroad Commission 
Cases, 116 U. S. 307.) 

We are next to inquire whether the plaintiff in error has been 
exonerated from these constitutional conditions and regulations 
by a valid contract subsisting between it and the State. 

We do not understand that the counsel for the plaintiff in error 
claims that, by any proyision of its charter, power was given to 
the company to fix its own rates of charge, or to discriminate in 
its rates between different places on its line of railroad, and that 
the constitutional prohibition as to the long and short haul, sub- 
sequently enacted, operates, if enforced, as a withdrawal or de- 
feat of that power. 

No right, in express terms or by necessary implication, is 
pointed in the company's charter, granting to the Louisville & 
Nashville Railroad Company the privilege of discriminating in its 
tariff of tolls or charges in favor of longer over shorter distance 
points. On February 14, 1856, there was passed a general act re- 
serving to the State an unlimited power to amend all charters and 
amendments thereafter granted. (Laws of Ky. 1855-6, c. 148.) It 



\ I 



\ 



THE RAILROAD COMMISSION. 65' 

ifl true that an' amendment to plaintiff in error's charter was grants 
ed by an act passed February 28, 1860, by section 1 of which the- 
board of directors were granted authority "in their adjustment 
of a tariff for freight and passengers, to make discrimination in^ 
favor of freights and passage for long over short distances." But 
it does not seem to be contended that by this amendment of 1860^ 
an irrevocable contract was effected between the State and the 
company, which could not be affected by a subsequent constitu-^ 
tional enactment. It i« scarcely necessary to argue or to cite au- 
thority for the proposition that a contract of exemption from^ 
given expressly, or unless it follows by an implication equally clear 
by an act of the legislature, can not be deemed to exist unless it i» 
future general legislation, either by a constitutional provision or 
with express words. 

But what is claimed is that a railroad company, by mere force of 
its legal organization and the construction of its road, has a 
necessarily implied power to fix reasonable rates, and especially 
has the right to differ rates when competition exists from rates- 
applicable where there is no competition. Such rights, it is said, 
are essential to enable the company to engage in perfectly legiti- 
mate business, and hence that an interference therewith, even by 
a constitutional enactment, not only deprives the company of its- 
property, or the reasonable use of it, but also impairs the obliga- 
tion of the contract implied in the grant of its charter. 

So far as the question of an implied contract is concerned, we 
perceive no distinction between the case of a railroad company in- 
corporated before and that of one incorporated after the constitu- 
tional enactment in question. As it has been said of the one so* 
it may be said of the other, that the charter is taken and held sub- 
ject to the power of the State to regulate and control the grant 
in the interest of the public. 

In Pennsylvania R. R. Co. v. Miller, (132 U. S. 75,) it was held' 
that neither the original charter of the railroad company nor sub- 
sequent acts conferring additional privileges constituted suph a 
contract between the State and the company as exempted the lat- 
ter from the operation of the subsequently adopted constitution 
of Pennsylvania; that a constitutional provision, as applied to the 
company, in respect to cases afterwards arising, did not impair 
the obligation of any contract between it and the State; and that 
the company took its charter subject to the general law of the 
State and to such changes as might be made in such general law, 
and subject to future constitutional provision and future general' 
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legislation^ since there was no prior contract with it exempting 
it from snch enactments. 

The same principle was announced in Lonisyille Water Co. y. 
Clark, (143 17. B. 1,) and in Louisyille & Nashville B. B. Co. y. Ken* 
tuQky, (161 U. S. 677.) 

In the absence, then, of any express prior contract between the 
State and the company, exempting the latter from future consti- 
tutional enactments, and without conceding that eyen such a con- 
tract would avail to relieve the company from constitutional 
changes in the exercise of the general police power of the State, 
it is sufficient to say that we do not find in section 218 of the con- 
stitution of Kentucky any impairment of an existing contract be- 
tween the State and the plaintiff in error. 

The final contention, that section 218 of the constitution of Ken- 
tucky operates as an interference with interstate commerce, and 
is therefore void, need not detain us long. 

It is plain that the provision in question does not in terms em- 
brace the case of interstate traffic. It is restricted in its regula- 
tion to those who own or operate a railroad within the State, and 
th6 long and short distances mentioned are evidently distances 
upon the railroad line within the State. The particular case be- 
fore us is one involving only the transportation of coal from one 
point in the State of Kentucky to another by a corporation of that 
State. 

It may be that the enforcement of the State regulation forbid- 
ding discrimination in rates in the case of articles of a like kind 
carried for different distances over the same line may somewhat 
affect commerce generally; but we have frequehtly held that such 
a result is too reiyiote and indirect to be regarded as an interfer- 
ence with interstate commerce; that the interference with the 
commercial power of the general government to be unlawful must 
be direct, and not the merely incidental effect of enforcing the 
police powers of a State. (Erie E. E. Co. v. Pennsylvania, 158 U. 
S. 431, 439; Henderson Bridge Co. v. Kentucky, 166 U. S. 150.) 

A discussion of this subject will be found in the opinion of this 
court in Louisville & Nashville E. E. Co. v. Kentucky, (161 U. S. 
701,) where the same conclusion was reached. 

The judgment of the Court of Appeals is 

Affirmed. 

True copy. 

Test: 

Clerk Supreme Court, XJ. S. 
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SECOND APPENDIX. 



RAILROAD RBGULATIONS IN THB STATBS. ' 

The f olloTvmg is an abstract of the laws in force in the several 
. States and Territories, on some of the more important subjects 
which are covered by the act to regulate commerce. 

ALABAMA. 

Board of three railroad commissioners, are employed to revise 
tariffs from time to time, and if too high or unjustly discrimina- 
tive to notify companies of changes required; to approve tariffs 
when satisfactory, and to increase or reduce rates, as experience 
may show to be just. 

ARKANSAS. 

Board of three railroad commissioners who are empowered to 
establish, alter and publish transportation charges and determine 
complaints. 

FLORIDA. 

Board of three railroad commissioners who are empowered to 
make, alter and publish tariffs of railway charges, and to make 
rules for the running of trains, and to impose fines for disobedi- 
ence of its orders; and to prevent extortion and unjust discrimina- 
tion. 

LOUISIANA. 

Board of three railroad commissioners who are empowered to- 
adopt, alter or revise rates, to make rules and regulations to 
govern and regulate railroads and sleeping cars, and adopt and 
enforce rules; to hear and determine complaints. 

CALIFORNIA. 

Commission of three members is empowered to establish, alter 
and publish transportation charges, and to hear and determine- 
complaints. 
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GEORGIA. 

« 

Board of three commissioners empowered to make, revise and 
alter tariffs of railway charges, and to make rules for the pre- 
vention of unjust discrimination and for the prevention of rebates 
4ind deception of the public. 

ILLINOIS. 

Board of three commissioners empowered to investigate and 
prosecute violations of the law, and to make, revise and alter 
schedules of maximum transportation charges, and to have such 
schedules printed and furnished io companies. 

IOWA. 

Board of three commissioners are authorized to hear and decide 
complaints, subject to revision of regular courts; to make, revise 
and alter schedules of maximum charges, iand to have same 
-printed. 

KANSAS. 

Board of three commissioners is authorized to investigate com- 
plaints of unreasonable charges, and to correct the charges, and 
the rates fixed by the board shall be accepted by the companies 
and posted as required by the board. 

KENTUCKY. 

Board of three commissioners empowered to hear and deter- 
mine complaints, and if rates are found to be extortionate, to 
make just and reasonable rates. This board assesses for taxa- 
tion the tangible property of all railroads in the State. 

MAINE. 

Board of three commissioners may, on complaint and after 
notice, revise and alter tariffs of charges for one year on railroads 
•organized under general law. 

MASSACHUSETTS. 

Board of three commissioners to supervise railroads and see 
that they conform to the law; to investigate complaints, and to 
make reports and recommendations thereon. 

MICHIGAN. 

There is one railroad commissioner, whose duties chiefly per- 
Ttain to the physical condition of the roads and to accommodations* 



THE RAILROAD COMMISSION. 



5^ 



MINNESOTA. 

Board of three commissioners whose duties are to hear and de- 
termine complaints with due notice to carriers to arrange a tariff 
of freight in pursuance thereof, and upon carrrier's refusal tO' 
adopt such rates, to publish same. 

MISSISSIPPI. 

Board of three commissioners empowered to revise, fix, regulate 
and approve the rates of charges of the railroad companies, and 
to regulate and fix rates to be charged on short hauls in excess of 
what may be charged on long hauls, and it shall determine in all 
cases whether the circumstances and conditions be or be not sub- 
stantially similar. 

MISSOURI. 

Board of three railroad commissioners to see that schedules of 
rates are fair and just; to hear and determine complaints, subject 
to revision by the courts, and to see that the provisions of the, act 
are enforced. 

NEBRASKA. 

Board composed of high State officials and secretaries empower- 
ed to make, change and alter tariffs to supervise the business of 
the companies, and to hear and determine complaints subject to 
revision by the regular courts. 

NEW HAMPSHIRE 

Board of three commissioners is charged with supervision of 
railroads, seeing that they comply with the law, making investiga- 
tions, and reporting thereon. 

NEW YORK. 

Board of three commissioners have general supervision of rail- 
roads and their operation with reference to public safety and con- 
venience, and are empowered to investigate and report violations 
of law. 

NORTH CAROLINA. 

Board of three railroad commissioners, w^ose duties are to 
make rates of freight and passenger tariffs; to prevent unjust dis- 
crimination; giving or receiving rebates; to make joint through: 
rates ; to investigate complaints and bring attention of Interstate 
Commerce Commission to same; to have supervision of arrange- 
ments for divisions of earnings. 
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NOETH DAKOTA. 

Board of three railroad commissioners is empowered to alter 
tariffs^ to make rules and regulations, and to hear and decide com- 
plaints, subject to the revisioji of the courts. 

OREGON. 

The board has complete power to regulate fares and freight 
'On railways within the State. 

SOUTH CAEOLINA. 

Board of three commissioners, whose duties are to make and 
^Iter tariffs of charges and to fix the differences in rates of freight 
^nd passenger transportation to be allowed for the shorter and 
longer distances on the same or different railroads, and to ascer- 
tain what shall be the limit of longer and shorter distances; to 
make rules to prevent unjust discrimination and rebates, and de- 
<5eption of the public, and to hear and decide complaints, subject to 
revision by the courts. 

SOUTH DAKOTA. 

• Board of three commissioners empowered to see that the law is 
•complied with, and to prosecute companies for the violation 
thereof, either ^^suo mortu" or on complaint. 

TENNESSEE. 

Board of three railroad commissioners who are empowered to 
•establish, alter and publish transportation charges and determine 
Complaints. 

TEXAS. 

Has a railroad commission of three members. Its duties are 
^^to adopt all necessary rates, charges and regulations to govern 
and regulate freight and passenger tariffs;" to correct abuses and 
prevent unjust discrimination and extortion; to classify and sub- 
^vide all freight; to fix for each class a reasonable rate for each 
railroad; to furiiish each carrier a certified copy of classification 
and schedules. 
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VERMONT. 

Board of three commissioner^ to have general superyision of the 
Tailroads and to report violations of law to the Legislature; to 
investigate failure to make connections, or to furnish accommoda- 
tions and to make public other conclusions, and make recommenda- 
tions in respect thereto which may be enforced by the courts. 

VIRGINIA. 

There is one railroad commissioner who is required to see that 
the companies comply with the laws; to notify them of violation of 
law, and if same are continued to report to board of public works, 
who may direct the commissioner to apply for an fnjunction to 
restrain violation. 

WEST VIRGINIA. 

Classification of freight and maximum charges are prescribed 
by law, a copy of which is required to be posted by the company 
for public inspection, and charging more than legal rates is for- 
bidden. 

WISCONSIN. 

One railroad commissioner to have supervision of railroads and 
to hear and decide complaints, subject to revision by the courts. 
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CONSTITUTIONAL PROVISIONS, 



Bztracts from the Constitution relating to 

Bailroadcu 



BAILBOADS AND GOMMEBGB. 

Sec. 209. A commission is hereby established, to be known as^ 
^'The Eailroad Commission," which shall be composed of three 
commissioners. During the session of the General Assembly,- 
which convenes in December, eighteen hundred and ninety-one,, 
and before the first day of June, eighteen hundred and ninety-two, 
the Goyernor shall appoint, by and with, the advice and consent 
of the Senate, said three commissioners, one from each superior 
court district, as now established, and said appointees shall take- 
their office at the expiration of the terms of the present incumr 
bents. The commissioners so appointed shall continue in office 
during the term of the present Governor, and until their suc- 
cessors are elected and qualified. At the regular election, in 
eighteen hundred and ninety-five, and every four years thereafter,, 
the commissioners shall be elected, one in each superior court dis- 
trict, by the qualified voters thereof, at the same time and for the 
same term as the Governor. No person shall be eligible to said 
office unless he be, at the time of his election, at least thirty years 
of age, a citizen of Kentucky two years, and a resident of the dis- 
trict from which he is chosen one year next preceding his election. 
Any vacancy in this office shall be filled as provided in section one 
hundred and fifty-two of this Constitution. The General Assembly 
may, from time to time, change said districts so as to equalize the 
population thereof; and may, if deemed expedient, require that 
the commissioners be all elected by the qualified voters of the 
State at large. And, if so required, one commissioner shall be 
from each district. No person in the service of any railroad or 
common carrier company, or corporation, or of any firm or asso- 
ciation conducting business as a common carrier, or in any wise 
pecuniarily interested in such company, corporation, firm or asso- 
ciation, or, in the railroad business, or as a common carrier, shall' 
hold such office. The powers and duties of the railroad commis- 
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*8ioners shall be regulated by law, and until otherwise provided by 
law, the commission so created shall have the same powers and 
jurisdiction, perform the same duties, be subject to the skme regu- 
lations, and receive the same compensation as now conferred, pre- 
scribed and allowed by law, to the existing railroad commission- 
ers. The General Assembly may, for cause, address any of said 
commissioners out of oflSce by similar proceedings as in the case 
of judges of the Court of Appeals; apd the General Assembly 
:shall enact laws to prevent the non-feasance and misfeasance in 
office of said commissioners, and to impose proper penalties there- 
ior. 

Sec. 210. No corporation engaged in the business of common 
^carrier shall, directly or indirectly, own, manage, operate or en- 
gage in any other business than that of a common carrier, or hold, 
own, lease or acquire, directly or indirectly, mines, factories or tim- 
ber, except such as shallbe necessary to carry on its business; and 
the General Assembly shall enact laws to give effect to the provis- 
ions of this section. 

Sec. 211. No railroad corporation organized under the laws of 
•any other State, or of the United States, and doing business, or 
proposing to do business, in this State, shall be entitled to the 
benefit of the right of eminent domain, or have power to acquire 
the right of way or real estate for depot or other uses, until 
lit shall have become a body-corporate, pursuant to and in accord- 
ance with the laws of this Commonwealth. 

Sec. 212. The rolling stock and other movable property belpng- 
ing to any railroad corporation or company in this State shall be 
considered personal property and shall be liable to execution and 
sale in the same manner as tBe personal property of individuals. 
The earnings of any- railroad company or corporation, and choses 
in action, money and personal property of all kinds belonging to it, 
in the hands or under the control of any officer, agent or employe 
of such corporation or company, shall be subject to process of 
attachment to the same extent and in the same manner as like 
property of individuals when in the hands or under the control of 
other persons. Any such earnings, choses in action, money or 
other personal property, may be subjected to the payment of any 
judgment against such corporation or company, in the same man- 
ner and the same extent as such property of individuals in the 
(hands of third persons. 
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Sec. 213. All railroad, transfer, belt lines and railway bridge 
companies, organized under the laws of Kentucky, or operating, 
maintaining or controlling any railroad, transfer, belt lines, or 
bridges, or doing a railway business in this State, shall receive, 
transfer, deliver and switch empty or loaded cars, and shall move, 
transport, receive, load or unload all the freight in car loads or 
less quantities, coming to or going. from any railroad, transfer,, 
belt line, bridge or siding thereon, with equal promptness and dis- 
patch, and without any discrimination as to charges, prefei^ence,- 
drawback, or rebate in favor of any person, corporation, consignee 
or consignor, in any matter as to payment, transportation, handl- 
ing or delivery; and shall so receive, deliver, transfer and trans- 
port all freight as. above set forth, from and to any point where- 
there is a physical connection between the tracks of said compan- 
ies. But this section shall not be construed as requiring any such, 
common carrier to allow the use of its tracks for the trains of 
another engaged in like business. 

Sec. 214. No railway, transfer, belt line or railway bridge com- 
pany shall make any exclusive or preferential contract or arrange- 
ment with any individual, association or corporation, for the re- 
ceipt, transfer, delivery, transportation, handling, care or custody 
of any freight, or for the conduct of any business as a common car- 
rier. 

Sec. 215. All railway, transfer, belt lines or railway bridge com- 
panies shall receive, load, unload, transport, haul, deliver and' 
handle freight of the same class for all persons, associations or 
corporations from and to the same points and upon the same con- 
ditions, in the same manner and for the same charges, and for the 
same method of payment. 

Sec. 216. All railway, transfer, belt lines and railway bridge 
companies shall allow the tracks of each other to unite, intersect 
and cross at any point where such union, intersection and crossing 
is reasonable or feasible. 

Sec. 217. Any person, association or corporation, willfully or 
knowingly violating any of the provisions of sections two hundred 
and thirteen, two hundred and fourteen, two hundred and fifteen, 
or two hundred and sixteen, shall, upon conviction by a court of 
competent jurisdiction, for the first offense, be fined two thousand 
dollars; for the second offense, five thousand dollars, and for the- 
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third offense, shall thereupon, ipso factOy forfeit his franchises, 
privileges or charter rights; and if such delinquent be a foreign 
corporation, it shall, ipse factOy forfeit its right to do business in 
this State; and the Attorney-General of the Commonwealth shall 

forthwith, upon notice of the violation of any of said provisions, 

« 

institute proceedings to enforce the provi&)ions of the aforesaid 
sections. 

Sec. 218, It shall be unlawful for any person or corporation, 
owning or operating a railroad in this State, or any common car- 
rier, to charge or receive any greater compensation in the aggre* 
gate for the transportation of passengers, or of property of like 
kind, under substantially similar circumstances and conditions, 
tor a shorter than for a longer distance over the same line, in the 
same direction, the shorter being included within the longer dis- 
tance; but this shall not be construed as authorizing any common 
carrier, or person or corporation, owning or operating a railroad 
in this State, to receive as great compensation for a shorter as 
for a longer distance: Provided, That upon application to the 
railroad commission, such a common carrier, or person or corpora- 
tion owning or operating a railroad in this State, may, in' special 
cases, after investigation by the commission, be authorized to 
charge less for longer than for shorter distances for the transpor- 
tation of passengers or property; and the commission may, from 
time to time, prescribe the extent to which such common carrier, 
or person or corporation, owning or operating a railroad in this 
State, may be relieved from the operations of this section. 
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GENEBAL PROVISIONS. 
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Sec. 54. The General Assembly shall have no power to limit the 
amount to be recovered for injuries resulting in death, or from in- 
juries to person or property. 

Sec. 241. Whenever the death of a person shall result from an 
injury inflicted by negligence or wrongful act, then, in every such 
case, damages may be recovered for such death, from the corpora- 
tions and persons so causing the same. Until otherwise provided . 
by law, the action to recover such damages shall in all cases be 
prosecuted by the personal representative of the deceased person. 
The General Assembly may provide how the recovery shall go and 
to whom belong; and until such provision is made the same shall 
form part of the personal estate of the deceased person. 

Sec. 242. Municipal and other corporations, and individuals in- 
vested with the privilege of taking private property for public use, 
shall make just compensation for property taken, injured or de- 
stroyed by them; 'which compensation shall be paid before such 
taking, or paid or secured at the election of such corporation or in- 
dividual, before such injury or destruction. The General Assem- 
bly shall not deprive any person of an appeal from any preliminary 
assessment of damages against such corporation or individual 
made by commissioners or otherwise ; and upon appeal from such 
preliminary assessment, the amount of such damages shall, in all 
cases, be determined by a jury according to the course of the com- 
mon law. 

Sec. 244. All wage-earners in this State employed in factories, 
mines, workshops, or by corporations, shall be paid for their labor 
in lawful money. The General Assembly shall prescribe adequate 
penalties for violations of this section. 
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RAILROAD LAWS. 



REVENUE AND TAXATIOft. 



CHAPTER 103. 

Article IV, 
Assessment of atid Payment of Taxes by Railroads. 

Section 1. That the president or chief oflScer of each railroad 
company or other corporation owning or operating a railroad lying 
in the whole or in part in this State, shall on or before the first of 
September in each year, return to the Auditor of Public Accounts 
of the State, under oath, the total length of such railroad, includ* 
ing the length thereof beyond the limits of the State, and desig- 
nating its length within this State, and in each county, city, incor- 
porated town and taxing district therein, together* with the aver- 
age value per mile thereof, and in the respective counties, cities, 
incorporated towns and taxirfg districts therein, together with the 
average value per mile thereof, for the purposes of being operated 
as a carrier of freight and passengers, including engines and cars, 
and a list of the depot grounds knd improvements, and other real 
estate of the said company and the value thereof, and the respective 
counties, cities and incorporated towns in which the same are lo- 
cated. That if any of said railroad companies owns or operates a 
railroad or railroads out of this State, the president or chief officer 
of such company shall only be required to return such proportion 
of the entire value of all its rolling stock as the number of miles 
of its railroad in this State bear's to the whole number of miles 
operated by said company in and out of this State. Said report 
shall be made as of the first day of July, and a failure to file said 
report by the first day of September shall subject the president or 
chief officer residing in this State to a fine of one thousand dollars, 
and fifty dollars for every day after the first day of September 
that he fails to file said report, to be recovered as indicated by sec- 
tion nine of this article. 
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Sec. 2. Should any railroad, o^ part of a line of railroad, in this 
State be in the hands or under the control of a receiver or other 
person, by order or decree of any court in this or any other State^ 
it shall be the duty of such receiver or other person to make, 
under his oath, the returns and valuations required by the first 
section of this article; and should the president or chief officer of 
any railroad company, or such receiver, fail to make «aid returns 
and valuations on or before the first day of September in each 
year, the said auditor shall proceed and ascertain the facts and 
values required by this article to be returned, and in such manner 
and by such means as he may deem best, and at the cost of the 
company failing to make the returns and values. 

Sec. 3. The auditor shall lay before the railroad commission, on 
or before the first day of October, the returns made to him under 
this act, and any schedules and valuations he may have naade under 
the second section of this article. And should the valuations, or any 
of. them, in the judgment of said board, be either too high or to 
low, they shall correct and equalize the same by a proper increase 
or decrease thereof. Said board shall keep a record of their pro- 
ceedings, to be signed by each member present at any meeting; 
and the said board is hereby authorized to examine the books and 
property of any railroad company to ascertain the value of its 
property, or to have them examined by any suitable, disinterested 
person, to be appointed by them for that purpose. 

Sec. 4. It shall be the duty of the county superintendent of com- 
mon schools in each county in which a railroad is operated to fur- 
nish, on or before the first day of July in each year, to such rail- 
road company or companies, the boundary of each graded or com- 
mon school district through or into which any part of such rail- 
road or other railroad property is situated; and the county clerk 
of any county containing any other taxing district through or into 
which any railroad in located shall make a similar report to such 
railroad company. Any county superintendent or county clerk 
failing to make the report, as herein required, or who shall make a 
false report, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and, upon 
conviction, shall be fined not less than fifty nor more than one 
hundred dollars for each offense. 

See. 5. All taxes against any railroad company, which shall be 
levied in any common school district, shall be paid to the super- 
intendent of common schools of the county for the benefit of the 
district entitled thereto. 



/. 



I 



THB BAILEOAD COMMISSION. 69 



\ 



Sec. 6. The provisions of this law shall not be construed to 
:apply to any colored district: Provided, That the same rate of 
taxation assessed against the real estate of any railroad company 
or corporation in any graded common school district or common 
school district^ in any year, shall be assessed against all of the 
taxable property in such district; and the railroad tax, when col* 
lected, shall be paid over to the county superintendent of the 
eonnty in which the district schoolhouse wherein the tax assessed 
shall be situated, and shall constitute and be held by the county 
superintendent as a graded or common district school fund; and 
the said fund shall be apportioned and distributed by the county 
superintendent between the white graded common school or white 
common school district wherein said tax shall be collected, and 
any colored colnmon school district which shall be located over the 
«ame boundary. The distribution shall be in the ratio that the 
whole number of white children of pupil age and the whole num- 

■ 

ber of colored children of pupil age residing in the district shall 
bear to the whole number of children, white and colored, residing 
in the district wherein such tax shall be collected. 

Sec. 7. The same rate of taxation for State purposes which is 
or may be in any year levied on other real estate, shall be, and is 
hereby, levied upon the value, so found by said board, of the rail- 
road, rolling stock and real estate of each company; and the same 
rate of taxation for the purposes of each city, town, county, part 
of a county, or tax district of anj kind, in which any portion of any 
railroad is located, which is, or may be, in any year, levied on other 
real estate therein, shall be, and is hereby, levied on the value of 
the real estate of said company therein, and of the number of 
miles of such road therein reckoned as of the value of the average 
of each mile of such railroad with itfe rolling stock, as ascertained 
as aforesaid: Provided, That railroad bridges spanning any river, 
which constitutes the boundary or State line of the Common- 
wealth, shall be assessed as of the counties in which they are lo- 
cated, and local tax derived therefrom shall be applied to each 
city, town, county or tax district in which said bridges are or may 
he located; and immediately after the said board shall have com- 
pleted its valuations each year, the Auditor of Public Accounts 
shall notify the clerk of each county court of the amount so 
assessed for taxation in his county, and each railroad company of 
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the amount of its assessment for taxation for State purposes and 
for the purposes of such city, town, county, part of county and tax 
district. And all existing laws in this State authorizing the 
assessment and taxation of the property of railroad companies by 
counties, cities or incorporated towns, are hereby repealed, and no 
county, city or incorporated town in this State shall hereafter 
assess, levy or collect any taxes on the property of railroad com- 
panies in this State except as provided by this article. 

Sec. 8. All taxes assessed against any railroad company shall be 
due and payable thirty days after notice by mail of the assessment 
is given by the auditor, and every such company failing to pay its 
taxes after receiving such thirty days' notice of the amount of 
such tax shall be deemed delinquent, and a penalty of ten per 
cent, on the amount of the tax shall attach, and thereafter such 
tax shall bear interest at the rate of ten per cent, per annum. Any 
railroad company failing to pay its taxes, penalty and interest, 
after becoming delinquents, shall be deemed guilty of a misde- 
meanor, and, on conviction, shall be fined fifty dollars for each day 
the same remains unpaid, to be recovered by indictment or civil 
action, of which the Franklin Circuit Court shall have jurisdiction. 

Sec. 9. Taxes, penalties and interest due the Commonwealth 
from any railroad company may be recovered by the auditor of 
Public Accounts, by action in the name of the Commonwealth, in 
the Franklin Circuit Court; and those due any county, city, incor- 
porated town or taxing district may be recovered by the officer 
authorized to receive the same, by action in the name of the Com- 
monwealth in any court of competent jurisdiction. 

The following extract, applicable to railroads, is taken from the 
new: , 

OOBPOBATION LAW. 

CHAPTER 171. 

AN ACT providmg for the creation and regulation of private 

corporations. 

Article V. Railroads. 

Subdivision I. Railroad companies, organization oL 

Subdivision II. General provisions concerning. 

Subdivision III. Railroad Commission. 

Subdivision IV. Condemnation of land by. 
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SUBDIVISION I. BAIIiBOAD CaKPAlfiES, OBGANIZATION OF 

Sec. 182. Any number of persons, not less than seven, may asso- 
ciate to form a corporation for the purpose of constructing, 
operating an<J maintaining a railroad. Such persons shall execute 
articles of incorporation, which shall specify the name of t:he pro- 
posed rail;*oad, and number of years the corporation is to continue, 
the amount of its capital stock, and the number of shares into 
which the same shall be divided; the number of directors, which 
shall not be less than five nor more than fifteen, and their names; 
the places from and to which and the name of each county into or 
through which it is intended to be constructed, and its length as 
near as may be. Each subscriber to such articles shall set op- 
posite his name his place of residence and the number of shares 
subscribed by him. Whenever two hundred and fifty dollars per 
mile has, in good faith, been subscribed, and twenty per cent, 
thereof paid in in cash, to the person named in the articles as di- 
rectors, and an affidavit made to that effect by two of said named 
directors and attached thereto, a copy of said articles and affidavit 
shall be filed in the office of the railroad commissioners and in the 
office of the Secretary of State; and when a certificate of such fact 
is delivered by said officers of the incorporators, the persons who 
have subscribed such articles shall be a body corporate by the 
name specified in the articles, and as sucji may sue and be sued, 
contract and be contracted with, have a seal, change the same at 
pleasure; may elect or appoint directors, who shall choose from 
their number such officers as may be necessary; may require from 
any officer or employe a bond for the faithful discharge of his 
duties and prescribe such by-laws for its government, and exercise 
«uch powers as are necessary to the conduct of its business not in- 
consistent with law. 

Sec. 183. The articles of incorporation may be amended and 
•Changed in the manner provided in article one of this chapter; and 
a copy of any amendment or alteration, attested by the president 
and secretary of the corporation, shall be filed in the office of the 
railroad commissioners and the Secretary of State within thirty 
days after its adoption by the corporation; and when so filed and 
a certificate of that fact is delivered to the president or secretary, 
the corporation shall have the right to make such alterations and 
changes in its business as are authorized by the amended articles. 

Sec. 184. No railroad corporation, organized or created by or 
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nnder the laws of any other State, shall have the right to condemn 
land for, or acquire the right of way for, or purchase or hold land 
for its depots, tracks or other purposes, until it shall have first 
filed in the office of the Secretary of State of this State, in the 
manner provided in the first article of this chapter, its acceptance 
of the Constitution of this State, and shall have become organized 
as a corporation under the laws of this State, which it may do by 
filing in the office of the Secretary of State and the railroad com- 
mission, articles of incorporation in the manner and form pr^ 
vided in section 182 of this article. 

Sec. 185. A copy of any articles of incorporation, or anjr amend- 
ments thereto, filed in the offices mentioned, and certified by the 
Secretary of State, shall be admitted as evidence for or against 
the corporation, and shall be prima facie evidence of the matters 
therein stated. 

Sec. 186. Every corporation proceeding to construct its road in 
or through any county shall file and have recorded at its expense, 
in the county clerk's office of such county, a map of the route, showing 
the center of said proposed road, and the width thereof; and if, 
after a road is located, it is desired to change its location, or the 
proposed route is changed, as it may be, a map showing such 
change, as well as the center and width thereof, shall be filed and 
recorded at its expense in the county clerk's office of the county in 
which the change is made. If the proposed route, as indicated by 
the map, crosses the line of any other railroad, notice of such fact 
shall, before the construction of the road is commenced near the 
point of crossing, be given to the railroad commission, who shall 
give notice to the corporation whose road it is proposed to crooii, 
as well as the other corporation, of the time and place it will meet 
to consider the question of approving the crossing, if objection De 
made thereto; and the commission may determine the manner in 
which the crossing shall be made to protect against accidents 
thereat. 

Sec. 187. Every company shall possess the following powers, and 
be subject to the following liabilities and restrictions : 

First. To cause such examinations and surveys for the proposed 
railroad to be made as may be necessary to the selection of the 
most advantageous route for such road; and, for such purposes^ 
by its officers, agents and servants, to enter upon lands or waters 
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of any person^ but sulbject to liability for all damages which they 
ehall do thei*eto. 

Second. To receive, hold, enter upon, and take possession of 
such voluntary grants and donations of real and other property as 
shall be made to it, to aid in the construction and maintenance and 
operation of such road; but the real property thus received shall 
be held and used for the purposes of such grant or donation only. 

Third. To purchase, hold, enter upon, take possession of and use 
all such real estate, franchise and other property as may be neces- 
sary fpr the construction, maintenance and accommodation of its 
line of road; but the same shall not be taken or appropriated with- 
out the consent of the owner until the compensation to be made 
therefor is ag^^eed upon or ascertained, and paid or deposited as 
provided by law. 

Fourth. To lay out its road not exceeding one hundred feet in 
width, and if more than one track is laid, fifty feet additional for 
each track, and construct the same; and for the purpose of ctlt- 
tings or embankments, and procuring stone, gravel or other mater- 
ial, or for the purpose of draining its road-bed, to take, in the man- 
ner herein provided, such other lands in the vicinity of or adjacent 
to its road as may be necessary for the proper construction, opera- 
tion and security of its road ; and to change, when it deems proper, 
the gauge of its road; and may, for the purpose of avoiding annoy- 
ance to public travel or dangerous or difficult grades or curves, or 
unsafe or insecure grounds or foundations, or for other reasonable 
eause, change the location or grade of any portion of its road; but 
shall not, except as otherwise provided, depart from the general 
route prescribed in the articles of incorporatioif. 

Fifth. To construct its road upon or across any water course, 
private or plank road, highway, street, lane or alley, and across 
any railroad or canal; but the corporation shall restore the water 
course, private or plank road, highway, street, lane or alley, rail- 
road or canal to its former condition, as near as may be, and shall 
not obstruct the navigation of any stream, or obstruct any public 
highway or street, by cars or trains, for more than five minutes at 
any one time; and shall construct suitable road and street cross- 
ings for the passage of teams by putting down planks or other suit- 
able material between and on each side of the rails, the top of 
which shall be at least as high as the top of the rails of such road 
or street; and in case the road is constructed upon any public 
street or alley, the same shall be upon such terms and conditions 
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as shall be agreed upon between the corporation and the authori- 
ties of any eity in which the same may be; but such road shall not 
be constructed upon any public street or alley until compensation 
shall be made by the corporation therefor to the owner of the 
property adjoining such street or alley, and opposite where such 
road is to be constructed, either by agreement or in the manner 
provided by law. 

Sec. 188. Any comply may build such spurs, switches, tracks* or 
branches as may be necessary to conduct its business or develop 
business along its line of road, and for that purpose shall have all 
the powers and be subject to the same restrictions and liabilities- 
as are conferred upon it for the construction of its main line, and 
may, unless prohibited by law, subscribe to the capital stock of 
any other railroad company organized under the law of this or any 
other State, with the assent of such company; and any company 
organized under the laws of this or any other State may, unless 
prohibited by law, subscribe to the capital stock of any company 
organized under this law, with the assent of such company, and 
may make any agreement or arrangement, not inconsisteQt with 
law, with any other railroad company. 

Sec. 189. Any two or more companies may, unless otherwise pro- 
vided by law, consolidate into a single company in the manner 
provided in article one of this cha|)ter, and such new corporation 
may possess all the powers, rights and franchises conferred upon ' 
such two or more corporations, and shall be subject to all the re- 
strictions and liabilities, and perform all the duties imposed by 
the provisions of their respective charters or laws of organizatiow 
not inconsistent with this law. 

Sec. 190. Corporations organized under this law shall have 
power to borrow such sums of money as may be necessary for fund- 
ing their floating debt, or for completing, equipping or operating 
their road, or any part thereof, or for paying any debts incurred 
for such purposes, and to issue and dispose of their bonds or obli- 
gations for any amount necessarily borrowed for such purpose,^ 
and to mortgage their corporate property and franchises, or any 
part thereof, to secure the payment of any debt contracted, or ta 
defray any expenditure for the purposes aforesaid; and may con- 
fer on any holder of such bonds or obligations the right to convert 
the same into the stock of such company; and may, in the manner 
provided in article one of this chapter, increase or decrease its 
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capital stock; and the increased stock may be "common" or "pre- 
ferred," as shall be designated in the call for the meeting of the 
stockholders. If preferred stock be issued, the company may 
guarantee to the holders thereof semi-annual or quarterly divi- 
dends, to an amount not exceeding six per cent, per annum, payable 
at its office or at such other places as the directors may designate. 
The stock may be sold at «uch time and place, either within or 
without the State, as may be deemed advisable, and the proceeds 
thereof applied for the purposes for which it was issued; the un- 
preferred stock of the company shall be entitled to dividends only 
out of the surplus of the profits, after getting apart a sum suffl- 
<;ient to pay the dividends upon the preferred stock; and the com- 
pany which issues such preferred stock shall reserve the privilege 
of redeeming and cancelling the same at par at any time after 
three years from the date of its issue; and the preferred stock 
herein provided for may be convertible into bonds of the company 
at the option of the parties. 

SUBDIVISION II. GENERAL PROVISIONS. 

Sec. 191. Any company that has established and maintained 
' throughout the year, for five consecutive years, a passenger sta- 
tion at a point on its road, shall not abandon such station, nor sub- 
stantially diminish the accommodations furnished by the stopping 
of trains thereat, as compared with that furtiished at other sub- 
stantially similar stations on the same road, without the written 
consent of the railroad commission; and if any station used by a 
company is burned, or otherwise destroyed, or becomes unfit for 
the accommodation of the public, the railroad commission shall 
notify, in writing, the manager or chief officer in this State of the 
company owning or using such station to rebuild or repair the 
same, as the case may be, and such company shall, within ninety 
days after such notice, comply with the requirements thereof, and 
that every company operating a railroad in this State shall pro- 
vide a convenient and suitable waiting room^and water closet at 
all depots in cities and towns and such other stations as the rail- 
road commission may require on its lines, and keep and maintain 
the same in decent order and repair. 

Sec. 192. Every company shall cause signal boards, well sup- 
ported by posts or otherwise, at such heights as to be easily seen 
by travelers, and not obstructing travel, containing on each side, 
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in capital letters at least five inches liigh, the following inscription:. 
"Railroad Crossing," to be placed and constantly maintained, at 
each public highway where it is crossed by the railroad at the 
same level; but such board need not be put up in cities and towns^ 
unless required by the local authorities thereof. 

Sec. 193. That whenever, in the -opinion of the railroad commis- 
sion the public interest require that a gate be erected or main- 
tained, or a flagman be stationed at any street or highway cross- 
ing, they shall give the superintendent or manager of the railroad 
written notice that the same is required, and the company shall, 
within the time prescribed by the commission, erect and maintain 
at such crossing the character of gate directed by the commission,, 
and keep a man in charge of same during such hours as they may 
designate, or keep a flagman at such crossing during such hours as- 
they may require. i 

Sec. 194. That whenever railroads cross each other in this State^ 
the trains shall be brought to a full stop at least fifty feet before 
getting to the crossing: Provided, however, that the provision of 
this act shall not be applicable where the crossings of such roads 
are regulated by derailing switches, or other safety appliances,- 
which prevent collisions at crossings, nor where a flagman or 
watchman is stationed at such crossings and signals that the trains^ 
may cross in safety. 

Sec. 195. No bridge or passway hereafter constructed over any 
railroad, except in cities having power under their charters to reg- 
ulate the height of such bridges or passways, shall be at a height 
less than twenty-two feet above the track of the road, unless by 
the written authority of the commission; and whenever there shall 
be over any railroad a bridge, tunnel or other obstruction, at a 
height of less than seven feet above the roof of the freight cars 
used or hauled on said road, it shall be the duty of thp officers of 
such road to erect and keep in repair, at or near such bridge, tun- 
nel or obstruction, and on each side thereof, a rod or beam placed 
across the track, at such height and at such distance from the 
bridge, tunnel or obstruction, as the railroad commission shall 
direct; and from such rod or beam shall be suspended straps, ropes 
or cords, of such length as the commission may determine, and not 
greater than six inches apart, for the space of eight feet, directly 
over the track. 

Sec. 196. Notice of every accident which may occur and be at- 
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tended with loss of life shall be given within five days thereafter 
by the company operating the road on which the accident occurred 
to the railroad commission, and such company shall furnish the 
commission all information required by it concerning the cause 
of the accident. 

Sec. 197. No regular or other passenger train shall be run with- 
out an air-brake, or some equally effective appliance for controlling 
the speed of trains, which may be applied by the engineer to each 
car composing the train, and which shall, at all times, be kept in 
good condition and ready for use at the direction of the engineer. 
The provision of this section shall not apply to mixed trains. 

Sec. 198. Every company shall require a uniform hat or cap, and 
distinguishing badges to be worn by all its employes except engin- 
eers and firemen, whose duties relate immediately to the trans- 
portation of passengers. 

Sec. 199. Before the first day of January, 1894, every company 
shall adjust, fix or block the frogs on its tracks to prevent the feet 
of it« employes from being caught therein. 

Sec. 200. All railroad companies doing business in this State, 
upon lines owned or leased by them, shall, within thirty days 
after this act goes into effect, furnish to the railroad commission- 
ers copies of all their rates and tariffs then in force; and shall also 
furnish the commission with copies of all rates and tariffs, or 
changes therein, thereafter made, at the date that the same are 
issued. 

Sec. 201. All companies shall place in, on or around the tops of 
the chimneys of engines a screen, fender, damper or other appli- 
ance, that will prevent as far as possible, sparks of fire from es- 
caping from such chimneys. 

Sec. 202. Every company shall furnish sufficient accommodations 
for the transportation of all such passengers and property as shall 
within a reasonable time previous thereto, offer, or be offered, for 
transportation, at places established by the corporation for receiv- 
ing and discharging passengers and freight, and shall, when re- 
quested, check every parcel of baggage taken for transportation, 
if there is a handle, loop, or fixture, so that the same can be at- 
tached, and shall give to the person delivering such baggage a 
check for the same. 

Sec. 203. All companies shall keep their ticket offices open for 
the sale of tickets at least thirty minutes immediately preceding 
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the departure of all passenger trains from every regular passenger 
depot from which such trains start, or at which they stop; and 
when any regular passenger train is delayed for thirty minutes 
in its arrival at a station which is a telegraph office, it shall cause 
to have posted, in some conspicuous place in the waiting room fof 
passengers at such station, the fact of and length of time of the 
delay as soon as the same is ascertained by its agent at such sta- 
tion, and shall keep the waiting room open for passengers until the 
train arrives; and shall cause to be announced twice within eacH 
passenger car of every passenger train, within a reasonable time 
before its arrival at a station at which, from notice given, it is to 
stop, the name of such station, and at junctions, crossings and 
points where trains leave at or near the same time in different 
directions, shall cause to be announced in each passenger car the 
direction in which such car is to go. 

Sec. 204. Every company that shall have unclaimed freight not 
perishable, or unclaimed baggage in its possession, for one year or 
more, may sell the same at public auction, and but of the proceeds 
thereof retain the expenses of transportation, storage, advertise- 
ment and sale. Notice of such sale shall be given to the con- 
signor and consignee by letter addressed to each of them, respect- 
fully, and mailed at the nearest post office to the place where the 
goods were received, and to which they were carried; and notice 
of such sale shall also be published for four weeks in some news- 
paper of general circulation in the State. In case the freight is 
perishable, it may be sold as soon as it is deemed necessary and 
proper, and notice of such sale shall be given, if practicable, to 
the consignor and consignee, as herein directed. A record shall 
be kept of the articles sold, and the prices obtained therefor, and 
the surplus, if any, after payment of charges, shall be paid to the 
owner of such articles, if demanded, at any time within two years 
from date of sale. 

Sec. 205. Every company shall provide each locomotive engine 
passing upon its road with a bell of ordinary size and steam whis- 
tle, and such bell shall be run^, or whistle sounded outside of in- 
corporated cities and towns at a distance of at least fifty rods 
from the place where the road crosses upon the same level any 
highway or crossing at which a sign board is required to be main- 
tained, and such bell shall be rung or whistle sounded continu- 
ously or alternately until the engihe has reached such highway 
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crossing, and shall give such signals in cities and towns as the 
legislative authorities thereof may require. 

Sec. 206. No passenger car on any railroad shall be lighted by 
naphtha or illuminating oil or fluid made in part of naphtha, or 
any oil or fluid which will ignite at a temperature of less than 
three hundred degrees Fahrenheit. 

Sec. 207. Every company shall keep its right of way clear and 
free from weeds, high grass and decayed timber, which, f f om their 
nature and condition, are combustible material, liable to take and 
communicate fire from passing trains to abutting or adjacent 
property. * 

Sec. 208. Every person now operating, or that may hereafter op- 
erate a railroad in this State, under a contract or lease, shall have 
the same recorded in the office, of the Secretary of State and in 
the county clerk's office of every county in which said roa(|; or 
part thereof, lies, within thirty days after the contract or l^ase is 
executed, or if heretofore made, within thirty days after this law 
goes into effect. 

Sec. 209. When two railroad companies use the same line of 
roadway in the operation of their trains they shall afford along 
such roadway reasonable and proper facilities for the receiving, 
forwarding and delivering of passengers and property with- 
out discrimination in their rates and charges. All contract made 
between such companies is, so far as the same shall conflict with 
the provisions of this section, are hereby declared to be null and 
void, and contrary to public policy. The railroad commissioners 
shall enforce the provisions of this section by imposing the same 
penalties for violations thereof as is provided in section 227 of 
this act for violations of said section. 

Sec. 210. Any company failing to comply with or violating 
or permitting any of its employes or agents to violate any of the 
provisions of sections 191, 192, 193, 194, 196, 197, 199, 200, 
201, 203, 205, 206, and 208 of this article, shall, in addition to 
subjecting itself to any damages that may be caused by such fail- 
ure or violation, be guilty of a misdemeanor, and be flned for each 
failure or violation not less than one hundred nor more than five 
hundred dollars, to be recovered by indictment in the circuit court 
of any county through which the company in default operates a 
line of road, or in the Franklin Circuit Court. 

Sec. 211. Any person who shall recklessly, wantonly or malici- 
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ously throw any stone, stick or club or other missile, at or into, 
or shoot at or into any engine of any railroad train in this State, 
or any car attached thereto, on or in which engine or car there may 
be any passenger or other person, ^hall be deemed guilty of a mis- 
demeanor, and, upon conviction thereof, shall be fined not less thaw 
one hundred nor more than five hundred dollars, or imprisoned in 
the county jail not less than six nor more than twelve months. 
And if any such stone, stick, club or other missile so thrown was 
calculated to produce death or great bodily harm, and any person 
or passenger, on or in such engine or car attached thereto, shall 
be injured or wounded, such person throwing the same shall be 
deemed guilty of a felony, and be fined in the sum not less {han 
two hundred nor more than five hundred dollars, and imprisoned 
in the penitentiary not less than one or more than two years. 
And should death ensue from such throwing or shooting within 
one year thereafter, the person guilty of the same, as herein pro- 
vided, shall be deemed ^ilty of murder. 

Sec. 212. It shall be unlawful for any person other than passen- 
gers and employes, to get on or off on the outside, or to swing on or 
hang on from the outside of any engine or car whilst the same is 
in motion or switching, or immediately preceding its moving or 
switching. Any person violating the provisions of this section 
shall be fined not exceeding ten dollars for each offense. 

Sec. 213. If any person, whilst riding on a passenger or other 
train, shall, in the hearing or presence of other passengers, and to 
their annoyance, use or utter obscene or profane language, or be- 
have in a boisterous or riotous manner, or obtain, or attempt to 
obtain, money or property from any passenger by any game or 
device, he shall be fined for each offense not less than twenty-five 
nor more than one hundred dollars, or imprisoned in the county 
jail not less than ten nor more than fifty days, or both so fined ond 
imprisoned ; and it shall be the duty of the conductor in charge of 
any train upon which there is a person which has violated the 
provisions of this section, either to put such person off the train, 
or to give notice of such violation to some peace oflBcer at the first 
stopping place where any such oflScer may be. 

Sec. 214. Any person who shall willfully and maliciously tear 
up, displace, break, or disturb any rail or other fixture attacked to 
the track or switch of any railroad in operation, or br§ak any 
bridge or viaduct of such road, or who shall place an}'- obstruction 
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on the track or switch of such road, or do any act whereby an 
engine or car might be upset, arrested or thrown ftom the tr^ick 
of such rokd or switch, or any branch or turn-out, shall be confined 
in the penitentiary not less than one nor more than five years. 

Sec. 215. Any person who shall, by any of the acts mentioned in 
the next preceding section, cause the life of any person to be put 
in immediate peril, or cause any locomotive or car to be actually 
thrown from the track, shall be confined in the penitentiary not 
less than two nor more than ten years. 

Sec, 216. If, by the locomotives or cars of any company, cattle 
shall be killed or injured on the track of said road adjoining the 
land belonging to, or in the occupation of tlie owiier of such cattle, 
who has not received compensation for fencing said land along 
said road, the loss shall be divided between the railroad company 
and the owner of such cattle; but in every case where cattle are 
killed or injured by the negligence or carelessness of the agent or 
servants of any company, it shall pay full damages for such killing 
or injury; and the killing or injury of cattle by the engine or cars 
of any company shall be prima facie evidence of negligence and 
carelessness on the part of the company, its agents and servants. 

Sec. 217. Whenever any cattle may be killed or injured by the 
cars or locomotive upon any railroad, it shall be lawful for the 
owner of the cattle so killed or injured, after first giving the near- 
est station agent of the company operating said railroad written 
notice of his intention, to apply to a justice of the peace within 
the district in which said cattle may have been killed or injured; 
and said justice shall appoint three discreet ^nd disinterested 
housekeepers of his county a board of appraisers, who, after being 
duly sworn, shall examine the cattle so killed or injured, and afilx 
a value upon the same if killed, or assess the damages to the same 
if injured, and return to said justice a written report, carefully 
describing the cattle, stating whether they were killed or injured, 
and also setting out the valuation or assessments of damage made 
by them; which report said justice shall preserve as a part of the 
records of his office. 

Sec. 218. If the compahy shall fail, for sixty days, to pay to the 
owner of the cattle so killed or injured the full amount assessed 
by said board of appraisers, and one-half the cost attending the 
assessment, he shall have the right to institute suit on the orig- 
inal cause of action, and if upon the trial he recovers a verdict 
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for an amount equal to the amount assessed in his favor by said 
board of appraisers, it shall be the duty of the court to render 
judgment in his favor for the amount of said verdict, and twenty- 
five per centum in addition thereto; but if the company has offered 
to pay the award and the owner has refused to accept the samij, 
and he fails to recover a verdict for an amount equal to said assess- 
ment, the cost of the action shall be taxed against him. 

Sec. 219. The justice of the peace and the three appraisers shall 
receive for their services each the sum of one dollar, to be paid 
equally by the company and the owner of the stock killed or in- 
jured; and if an action is brought against the company, these fees 
shall be taxed as cost against the unsuccessful party. 

Sec. 220. The provisions of the last three preceding sections 
shall not apply to any railroad company which shall inclose its 
entire line of road with a good and lawful fence, and good and 
sufficient cattle gaps, and keep the same in repair. 

Sec. 221. The rolling stock and other movable propert^f belong- 
ing to any company in this State shall be considered personal pro- 
perty, and liable to execution and sale in the same manner as the 
property of individuals; and the earnings, money, and choses in. 
action of any company in the hands of any officer, agent or employe 
may be subjected to the payment of debts in the same manner as 
similar property of individuals; and after an execution on a judgr 
ment against any company owning or operating any railroad in, 
this State shall be returned by the proper officer no property found, 
in whole or in part, the plaintiff therein may institute an equitable 
action against said company in the circuit court of the county in 
which said judgment was rendered, to place its road and property 
in the hands of a receiver; and the court, upon a petition showing, 
sitid return, and the failure to pay said judgment upon the service 
of summons upon said company, shall appoint some suitable per- 
son as receiver of said company, and as such take possession and 
control of all the road and property belonging to and operated 
-by said company, including all rolling stock thereof. Said receiver 
shall operate said road until he shall have collected a sum sufficient 
to pay off the judgment and costs, and the cost of the receivership, 
when he shall surrender the road and property to the defendant. 
The receiver shall first pay out of the earnings and receipts of the 
road collected by him the necessary operating expenses, including 
the same what shall be necessary to keep said road in such repair 
that it can be safely and properly operated. The said receiver 
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before entering upon his duties, shall execute a bond for the faith- 
ful performance of his duties, with good and sufficient sureties, 
to be approved by the court. 

Sec. 222. Any person engaged in operating a mine or stone 
quarry within three miles of any navigable stream or railroad, 
may, for the purpose of transporting material to and from such 
stream or railroad and such mine or quarry construct and operate 
ti line of railroad from such mine or quarry to the most convenient 
and accessible point on such stream or road, an<l may, under the^ 
general laws, condemn such land as may be necessary, not exceed-, 
ing fifty feet in width for each track necessarily constructed, and 
not exceeding two acres of land at such railroad or stream for the 
purpose of necessary buildings. The owner or operator of such 
road shall be, so far as they are applicable, governed and controlled 
by the laws relating to other railroads, and shall have the same 
rights and privileges granted to corporations owning and operat- 
ing lines of railroad. 

Sec. 223. If any railroad corporation shall charge, collect or re- 
ceive more than a just and reasonable rate of toll or compensation 
for the transportation of passengers or freight in this State, or . 
for the use of any railroad car upon its track, or upon any track 
it has control of, or the right to use in this State, it shall be 
guilty of extortion. 

Sec. 224. If any corporation engaged in operating a railroad in 
this State shall, directly or indirectly, by any special rate, rebate, 
drawback or other device, charge, demand, collect or receive from 
any person a greater or less compensation for any service rendered 
in the transportation of passengers or property than it charges, 
demands, collects or receives from any other person for doing for 
him a like and contemporaneous service in the transportation of a 
like kind of traffic, it shall be deemed guilty of unjust discrimi- 
nation. 

Sec. 225. It shall be unlawful for any corporation to make or 
give any undue or unreasonable preference or advantage to any 
particular person or locality, or any particular description of traf- 
fic, in any respect, whatever, in the transportation of a like kind 
of traffic; or to subject any particular person, company, firm, cor- 
poration or locality, or any particular description of traffic, to any 
undue or unreasonable prejudice or disadvantage. When one or 
more car loads of freight shall be transported at the same time 
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for different persons, and for each shipper a car load or more, such, 
shipment shall be considered and taken as the same quantity of 
freight within the meaning of this law, and when less than a car 
load of freight, and over five thousand pounds, are transported, 
at the same time for different shippers, and for each shipper over 
five thousand pounds, such shipment shall be considered and taken 
as the same quantity of freight; and when over five hundred 
pounds and less than five thousand pounds are transported at the- 
same time for different shippers, and for each shipper said quan- 
tity of freight, such shipment shall be considered and taken a& 
the same quantity of freight. ' 

Sec. 226. Any railroad corporation that shall be guilty of extor^ 
tion or unjust discrimination, or of giving to any person or locality,^ 
or to any description of traffic, an undue or unreasonable prefer- 
ence or advantage, shall, upon conviction, be fined for the first of- 
fence in any sum not less than five hundred dollars nor more than 
one thousand dollars; and, upon a second conviction,, in any sum 
not less than five hundred dollars nor more than two thousand 
dollars; and, upon a third conviction, in any sum not less than two- 
thousand dollars nor more than five thousand dollars. The cir- 
cuit court of any county, into or through which the line of railroad 
may run, owned or operated by the corporation alleged to be ^ 
guilty as aforesaid, and the Franklin Circuit Court, shall have the* 
jurisdiction of the offense, which shall be prosecuted by indict- 
ment, or by action in the name of the Commonwealth, upon infor- 
mation filed by the Board of Railroad Commissioners; and such 
railroad corporation shall also be liable in damages to the party 
aggrieved to the amount of damages sustained, together with cost 
of suit and reasonable attorneys' fees to be fixed by the court. 
Indictments under this section shall be made only upon the recom- 
mendation or request of the railroad commission, filed in the 
court having jurisdiction of the offense; and all prosecutions and 
actions under this law shall be commenced within two years after 
the offense shall have been committed, or the cause of action shall 
have accrued. 

Sec. 227. If any person owning 'or operating a railroad in this- 
State, or any common carrier, shall charge or receive any greater 
compensation in the aggregate for the transportation of passen- 
gers or property of like kind, under substantially similar circum- 
stances and conditions, for a shorter than for a longer distance,. 
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over the same line in the same direction, the shorter being includ- 
ed within the longer distance, such person shall,, for each offense^ 
be guilty of a misdemeanor, and fined not less than one hundred, 
nor more than five hundred dollars, to be recovered by indictment 
in the Franklin Circuit Court, or the circuit court of any county in- 
to or through which the railroad or common carrier so violating.' 
runs or carries on its business. Upon complaint made to the railroad 
commission that any railroad or common carrier has violated the 
provisions of this section, it shall be the duty of the commission^ 
to investigate the grounds of complaint, and if, after such investi- 
gation, the commission deems it proper to exonerate the railroad 
or common carrier from operation of the provisions of this section,, 
an order in writing to that effect shall be made by the commission,, 
and a copy thereof delivered to the complainant and the railroad 
or common carrier, and the same shall be published as a part of 
the report of the commission; and after such order, the railroad 
or carrier shall not be prosecuted or fined on account of the com- 
plaint made. If the commission, after inves^tigation, fails to exon- 
erate the railroad or carrier from the operation of the provisions- 
of this section, an order in writing to that effect shall be made 
by the commission and a copy thereof delivered to the complain- 
ant, and the railroad or common carrier, and the same shall be 
published as a part of the report of the commission; and after suchi 
order it shall be the dutv of the commission to furnish a state- 
ment of the facts, together with a copy of its order, to the grand 
jury of any county, the circuit court of which has jurisdiction, iit 
order that the railroad company or carrier may be indicted for the 
offense; and the commission shall use proper efforts to see that 
such company or carrier is indicted or prosecuted. 

SUBDIVISION m. BAILBOAD COMMISSION. 

Sec. 228. There is established a department in the State Govern- 
ment to be known as the railroad commission, which shall be com- 
posed of three commissioners, one of whom shall act as chairman,, 
and whose duty^it shall be to see that the laws relating to all rail- 
roads except street, are faithfully executed, and to exercise a gen- 
eral supervision over the railroads of the State. Each of said com- 
missioners is authorized to administer oaths, and two of them 
shall constitute a quorum. 

Sec. 229. The oflSce of the commission shall be at the seat of 
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government, and they shall be provided with suitable offices, fur- 
niture and stationery by the State, and may appoint a secretary 
zX a salary of twelve hundred dollars per year,, which shall be paid 
by the State; each commissioner shall, before entering upon \hsi 
-duties of his office, take an oath to discharge faithfully the duties 
of his office; and they shall each receive an annual salary of two 
thousand dollars and their actual necessary traveling expenses 
while engaged in the discharge of their duties, which, together with 
the salary of the secretary, shall be paid in the same manner as 
t}ie salary of the Governor, except that before any expenses are 
paid, the chairman of the commission shall file with the auditor 
an itemized statement of said expenses, signed byTiim and approv- 
ed by* the Governor, which statement shall be filed before any 
warrant can be issued therefor. 

Sec. 230. 'At the regular election in 1895, and every four years 
thereafter, there shall be elected one commissioner from each of 
the districts hereafter designated by the qualified voters thereof, 
who shall take his office on the fifth Tuesday next succeeding his 
'election and hold the same for four years, and until his successor 
is elected and qualified. 

Sec. 231. For the purpose of electing commissioners the State 
is divided into three districts, the first composed of counties of 
Meade, Hardin, Larue, Hart, Metcalfe, Barren, Monroe, Allen, 
Simpson, Warren, Edmonson, Grayson, Breckinridge, Hancock, 
Ohio, Butler, Logan, Todd, Muhlenberg, McLean, Daviess, Hender- 
son, Webster, Hopkins, Christian, Trigg, Caldwell, Lyon, Critten- 
den, Union, Livingston, Marshall, Calloway, Graves, McCracken, 
Ballard, Hickman, Fulton and Carlisle. The second composed of 
the counties of Gallatin, Owen, Scott, Fayette, Jessamine, Pulaski, 
Wayne, Clinton, Russell, Casey, Lincoln, Garrard, Boyle, Mercer, 
Anderson, Woodford, Franklin, Henry, Oldham, Carroll, Trimble, 
Jefferson, Shelby, Spencer, Bullitt, Nelson, Washington, Marion, 
Taylor, Green, Adair and Cumberland. The third composed of 
the counties of Boone, Kenton, Grant, Harrison, Bourbon, Clark, 
Estill, Madison, Jackson, Laurel, Rockcastle, Whitley, Knox, Bell, 
Harlan, Leslie, Perry, Letcher, Floyd, Pike, Martin, Johnson, Clay, 
Breathitt, Owsley, Lee, Powell, Montgomery, Bath, Nicholas, Flem- 
ing, Robertson, Pendleton, Bracken, Campbell, Lewis, Greenup, 
Mason, Rowan, Carter, Elliott, Boyd, Lawrence, Morgan, Magoffin, 
Wolfe, Menefee and Knott. , 
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Sec, 232; Every railroad company shall on, or before the first ddy 
of September in each year, make and transmit to the commissiop,. 
at its office in Frankfort, under oath of the president or manager 
of the company, a full and true statement of the affairs of saii 
company as the same existed on the first day of the preceding 
July, specifying 

1st. The amount of capital stock paid up, and the names of the 
owners thereof, and amounts owned by each, and the residence of 
each stockholder as far as known. 
2d. The amount of its assets and liabilities. i 

3d. The names and places of residence of its general officers. 

4th. The amount of cash paid to the company on account of 
the original capital stock. 

5th. The amount of funded debt. 
^ 6th. The amount of floating debt. 

- 7th. The estimated value of the road-b^, including iron and 
bridges. 

8th. The estimated value of rolling stock. 

9th. The estimated value of stations, buildings and fixtures. 

10th. The estimated value of bther property. 

11th. The length of single main track. 

12th. The length of doubly main track. ' . 

13th. The length of branches; stating length of single and of 
double track. 

14th. The aggregate length of siding and other tracks not 
above enumerated. 

15th. The number of miles run by passenger trains during thf? 
year preceding the making of the report. 

16th. The number of miles run by freight trains during the same- 
I)eriod. 

17th. The number of tons of through freight carried, and the 
number of tons of local freight during the same period. 

18th. The monthly earnings for the transportation of passen- 
gers during the same time. 

19th. The monthly earnings for the transportation of freight- 
during the same time. 

20th. The monthly earnings from all other sources respectively. 

21st. The amount of expenses incurred In running passenger 
trains during the same time. 

22d. The expenses incurred in running freight trains, and itt 
running mixed trains during the same time. 
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23d. All other expenses incurred in the management of the 
road, including the salaries of the officers, which shall be reported 
separately. 

24th. The amount expended for repairs of the road and main- 
tenance of way, including repairs and renewals of bridges and re- 
newals of iron. 

25th. The amount expended for improvements, and whether the 
«ame is estimated as a pari, of the expenses of operating or rt?- 
jpairing the road; and if either, which? 

26th. The amount expended for motive power and cars. 

27th. The amount expended for station houses, buildings and 
fixtures. 

28th. All other expenses for maintenance of way. 

29th. All other expenses for other purposes. 

30th. The number of tons of freight carried one mile. 

31st. The ajnount received per ton per mile. 

32d. The average distance each ton was hauled, and the average 
cost of hauling a ton of freight one mile. 

83d. What freight and transportation companies run on its 
road, and on what terms, and whether such transportation com- 
panies use the cars of the railroad company, or cars furnished by 
themselves. 

34th. Whether the freight or cars of such transportation com- 
panies are given any preference in speed or order of transporta- 
tion; and, if, so, in what particular? The commission may pro- 
pound any additional interrogatories, which shall be answered by 
such company in the same manner as those specified in the fore- 
going section; and the commission shall furnish to each company 
in proper time, blanks upon which to answer the foregoing, and 
such other questions as may be propounded^ * 

Sec. 233. Said commission shall examine all through freight 
rates from points out of this State to points into this State; and 
whenever they find that a through rate charged into or out of this 
State is excessive or unreasonable, or discriminating in its nature, 
they shall call the attention to the railroad officials in this State to 
the fact, and to urge them of the propriety of changing such rates. 
And when such rates are not changed, it shall be the duty of said 
commission to present the facts to the Inter-State Commerce Com- 
mission and appeal to it for relief, and they shall receive upon ap- 
plication the services of the Attorney-General of this State and 
into the condition, management, and all other matters concerning 
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the business of railroads in this Btate, so far as the same pertain 
to the relation of such railroads to the public, and whether sucb 
railroad corporations, their officers and employes, comply witli 
the laws of the State; and whether it shall come to their knowl- 
edge, or they shall have reason to believe that the laws affecting, 
railroad corporations in their business relations to the public have- 
been violated, they shall prosecute or cause to be prosecuted, the 
corporations or persons guilty of such violations. 

Sec. 234. They shall have the power to examine, under oath, any 
person, or the directors, officers, agents and employes of any rail- 
road corporation doing business in this State, concerning the man- 
agement of its affairs, and to obtain information pursuant to this- 
law; and shall have power to issue subpoenas for the attendance 
of witnesses, and to administer oaths; and any person who shall 
neglect or refuse to obey the process of subpoenas issued by said 
commission, or who, being in attendance, shall refuse to testify^ 
shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and, upon conviction, 
thereof, shall be punished for each offense by a fine of not less 
than fifty dollars nor more than one hundred dollars, or by im- 
prisonment not less than ten nor more than fifty days, or both, in 
the discretion of the jury. 

Sec. 235. Each officer, agent or employe failing or refusing to- 
make, under oath, any report required by the commission within 
the time required, or failing or refusing to answer fully, under 
oath, if required, any inquiry propounded by the commission, or 
who shall, in any way, hinder or obstruct the commission in the 
discharge of its duty, shall be guilty of a misdemeanor, and shall 
be fined for each offense not less than five hundred nor more than- 
one thousand dollars; and it shall be the duty of the commissioir 
to prosecute the person offending; and the Franklin Circuit Court,, 
or the circuit court of any county through which the railroad runs, 
the officers, agents or employes of which has violated the provis- 
ions of this section, shall have jurisdiction of such prosecutions-, 
and it shall be the duty of the Commonwealth's attorney to pros- 
ecute all indictments, actions and proceedings under this law. 

Sec. 236. The commission shall hear and determine complaints 
under sections 223, 224 and 225. Such complaints shall bfe made 
in writing, and they shall give the company complained of not less 
than ten days^ notice of the time and place of the hearing of the 
same. They shall hear and reduce to writing all the evidence ad-^ 
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duced by the parties, and render such award as may be proper. If 
the award of the commission be not satisfied within ten days after 
the same is rendered, the chairman shall file a copy of said award, 
.and the evidence heard, in the office of the clerk of the circuit court 
^f the county, which, under the code of practice, would have juris- 
, diction of said controversy, and the clerk of said court shall enter 
tl\e same on the docket for trial; and summons shall be issued as in 
-other cases against the party against whom the awar4 shall have 
been rendered, requiring said party to appear in the court within 
the time allowed in ordinary cases, and show cause why said 
award shall not be satisfied. If such party fails to appear judg- 
ment shall be rendered by default, and the same proceedings had 
thereon as in. other ordinary cases. If a trial is demanded, the 
case shall be tried in all respects, as other ordinary cases in which 
the same amount is involved, except that no evidence shall be in- 
troduced by either party except that heard by the commission, 
-except such as the court shall be satisfied, by sworn testimony, 
could not have been produced before the commission by the exer- 
cise of reasonable diligence; the judgment and proceedings 
thereon shall be the same as in other ordinary cases. 

Sec. 237. Whenever, in the judgment of the commission, after a 
personal examination of the same, it shall appear that repairs are 
necessary upon any railroad, or when from complaint made or 
their own knowledge, they shall have reason to believe that the 
tracks, bridges, tunnels or other structures of any company are in 
an unsafe or dangerous condition, or unfit for public travel, or that 
any addition to, improvements or changes in the stations or termi- 
nal facilities are needed for the convenience and security of the 
- Tpublic, they shall give notice in writing to the company owning or 
operating such road of the repairs, improvements or changes they 
deem proper and necessary, and shall afford such corporation an 
opportunity to be heard in reference thereto ; and if the company 
ishall neglect or refuse to make such repairs, improvements or 
changes within a reasonable time after such hearing, if a hearing 
IS requested by the company, and the commission shall believe 
that such improvements or changes are proper and necessary after 
ft hearing, if one is had, they shall lay the facts before the At- 
torney-General for his action, and shall report the same fully to 
the next Legislature; no examination, request, advice or report of 
the commission shall, in any way, affect bility. 
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See. 238. The commission shall not be required to give publicity 
to any contracts, leases or engagements obtained by them in their 
official capacity, if the interest of any company would thereby be 
injuriously affected, unless, in the judgment of the commission, the 
public interest requires it. 

Sec. 239, The commissioners, nor either of them, shall, directly 
or indirectly, solicit or request from, or recommend to, any rail- 
road company, or any officer, attorney, agent or employe thereof,, 
the appointment of any person to any place or position, nor shall 
any company offer them, or either of them, any place or appoint- 
ment for themselves or other persons, nor shall they, or either of 
them, directly or indirectly, request, accept or receive any present,. 
gift or gratuity of any kind, from any company. A violation of 
the provisions of any of them of this section shall subject the per- 
son or corporation so violating to a fine of not less than one thou- 
sand nor more than five thousand dollars, to be recovered by in- 
dictment as other penalties for violations of law are. \ 

Sec. 240. For a copy of any record filed in their office they shall 
charge and receive the same fees that are charged by the Secretary 
of State for similar services, and shall cover into the State Treas- 
ury any amount so received. 

Sec. 241. The commission / shall annually, on the first day of 
December, make a report to the Governor of all matters relating 
to their office for the preceding year, and such as will disclose the 
practical workings of the railroads in this State, and such sugges- 
tions in relation thereto as they may deem necessary and proper, 
and shall have printed and lay before each Legislature, within the 
first ten days of its session, five hundred copies of their reports for 
the preceding two years. 
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AN ACT to prevent railroad companies or corporations owning or operating 
a line or lines of railroad, and its officers, agents and employes from 
charging, collecting or receiving extortionate freight or passenger rates 
in this Commonwealth, and to further increase and define the duties and" 
powers of the Railroad Commission in reference thereto, and prescrib- 
ing the manner of enforcing the provisions of this act and penalties for 
the violation of its provisions. 

Be it enacted by the General Assembly of the Commonwealth of 
Kentucky: 

Section 1. When complaint shall be made to the railroad com- 
mission accusing any railroad company or corporation of charging,. 
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collecting or receiving extortionate freight or passenger rates, over 
its line or lines of railroad in this Commonwealth, or when said 
commission shall receive information, .or have reason to believe 
that such rate or rates are being charged, collected or received, it 
shall be the duty of said commission to hear and determine the 
matter as speedily as possible. They shall give the company or 
corporation complained of not. less than ten days' notice, by letter 
^mailed to an officer or employe of said company or corporation, 
stating the time and place of the hearing of same; also the nature 
of the complaint or matter to be investigated, and shall hear such 
statements, arguments or evidence offered by the parties as the 
commission may deem relevant, and should the commission deter- 
mine that the company or corporation is, or has been guilty of ex- 
tortion, said commission shall make and fix a just and reasonable 
rate, toll or compensation, which said railroad company or cor- 
poration may charge, collect or receive for like services thereafter 
rendered. The rate, toll or compensation so fixed- by the commis- 
sion shall be entered and be an order on the record book of their 
office and signed by the commission and a copy thereof mailed to 
an officer, agent or employe of the railroad company or corporation 
affected thereby, and shall be in full force and effect at the ex- 
piration of ten days thereafter, and may be revoked or modified, 
by an order likewise entered of record. And should said railroad 
company or corporation or any officer, agent, or employe thereof, 
charge, collect or receive a greater or higher rate, toll or compen- 
sation, for like services thereafter rendered than that made and 
fixed by said commission, as herein provided, said company or 
corporation, and said officer, agent or employe shall each be 
deemed guilty of extortion, and upon conviction shall be fined 
for the first offense in any sum not less than five hundred dollars, 
nor more than one thousand dollars, and upon a second convic- 
tion, in any sum not less than one thousand dollars nor more than 
two thousand dollars, and for a third and succeeding convictions, 
in any sum not less than two thousand dollars nor more than five 
thousand dollars. 

Sec. 2. The circuit court of any county into or through which 
the line or lines of road carrying such passenger or freight, owned 
or operated by said railroad, and the Franklin Circuit Court shall 
liave jurisdiction of the offense against the railroad company or 
corporation offending, and the circuit court of the county where 
such offense may be committed by said officer, agent or employe 
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shall have jurisdiction in all prosecutions against said officer, 
.agent or employe. 

Sec. 3. Prosecutions under this act shall be by indictment. 

Sec. 4. All prosecutions under this act shall be commenced with- 
in two years after the offense shall have been committed. 

Sec. 5. In making said inyestigation, said commission may, when 
deemed necessary, take the depositions of witnesses before an ex- 
aminer or notary public, whose fee shall be paid by the State, and 
upon the certificate of the chairman of the commission, approved 
by the Governor, the auditor shall draw his* warrant upon the 

treasurer for its payment. 

Approved March 10, 1900 



SUBDIVISION IV. CONDEMNATION OF LAND. 

Sec. 242. When any company authorized to construct a railroad 
shall be unable to contract with the owner of any land or material 
necessary for its use for the purpose thereof, it shall file, in the 
office of the clerk of the county court, a particular description of 
the land and material sought to be condemned, and may apply to 
the county court to appoint commissioners to assess the damages 
the owner or owners thereof may be entitled to receive, and there- 
upon the said court shall appoint three impartial housekeepers of 
the county who are owners of land, and who shall be sworn to 
faithfully and impartially discharge their duties under this law. 

Sec. 243. It shall be the duty of said commissioners to view the 
land and material, and to award to the owner or owners the value 
of the land or material taken, which shall be stated separately; 
and they shall also award the damages, if any, resulting to the 
adjacent lands of the owner considering the purpose for which it is 
taken; but shall deduct from such incidental damages the value, if 
any, of the advantages and benefits that will acrue to such adja- 
<;ent lands from the construction and prudent operation of the rail- 
road proposed to be constructed. They shall return a report in 
writing to the oflfice of the clerk of said court, stating their award, 
and shall describe, in their report, the land and material con- 
demned, give the names of the owners, and whether non-residents 
of the State, infants, of unsound mind, or married women. 

Sec. 244. Uponi the application of said company, and upon filing 
fluch affidavits as may be necessary, the clerk of said court shall 
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issue process against the owners to show cause- why the said re- 
port should not be confirmed, and shall make such orders as to non- 
residents and persons under disability as are required by the Civil- 
Code of 4Practice in actions against them in the circuit court. 

Sec. 24:5. At the first regular term of the county court, after the 
owners shall have been summoned the length of time prescribed by 
the Civil Code of Practice before an answer is required, it shall be 
the duty of the court to examine said report, and if it shall appear 
to be in conformity to this law, and to the extent that no excep- 
tions have been filed thereto by either party, it shall confirm said 
report as against the owners not excepting. 

Sec. 246. When exceptions shall be filed by either party, the 
court shall forthwith cause a jury to be empaneled to try the issues 
of fact made by the exceptions, and each juror shall be allowed, 
one dollar per day for his services, to be taxed as cost. In assess- 
ing the damages the jury shall be governed by the rule prescribed 
in section 2^2 of this law; and upon the request of either party,, 
may be sent by the court, in charge of the sheriff, to view the land 
or material. If sufficient cause be now shown for setting aside 
the verdict, the court shall render judgment in conformity thereto,. 
and shall make such orders as may be proper for the conveyance of 
the title upon the payment of the damages assessed. Either party 
may appeal to the circuit court, by executing bond as required in 
other cases, within thirty days, and the appeal shall be tried de 
novo, upon the confirmation of the report of the commissioners by 
the county court, or the assessment of damages by said court, 
as herein provided, and the payment to the owners of the amount 
due, as shown by the report of the commissioners when confirmed,, 
or as shown by the judgment of the county court. When the 
damages are assessed by said court, and all costs adjudged to the 
owner, the railroad company shall be entitled to take possession 
of said land and material, and to use and control the same for the 
purpose for which it was condemned, as fully as if the title had 
been conveyed to it. But when an appeal shall be taken from the 
judgment of the county court by the company, it shall not be en- 
titled to take possession of the land or material condemned until 
it shall have paid into the court the damages assessed and all 
costs. All money paid into court under the provision of this law 
shall be received by the clerk of the court, and held subject to the 
order of the court, for which he and his sureties on his official 
bond shall be responsible to the persons entitled thereto. 
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Sec. 247, The appeal from th^ county court shall be taken by filing 
with the clerk of the court to which the appeal lies a statement of 
the parties to the appeal, and a transcript of the orders of the 
county court, and thereupon the said clerk shall certify to the clerk 
of the county court that said appeal has been filed, and the clerk 
of the county court shall immediately transfer the original papers 
to the clerk of the court to which the appeal is pending; and if the 
owner on his appeal shall fail in the circuit court to increase the 
amount of damages awarded in the county court, he shall pay all 
the costs of the a'ppeal; if the damages are increased in the circuit 
-court, the other party shall pay all the costs of the appeal. The 
•same rule as to payment of costs shall apply when the appeal is 
prosecuted by the party seeking to condemn land. 
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PROCEEDINGS. 



Asheville, N. C.^ | 

Tuesday, 'Sept. 10, 1901. ) 

Pursuant to resolution adopted by the First Annual Cojuven- 
tion of the Southern Railway Commissioners' Association, the 
second annual convention was Held at Asheville, N. C, at the 
Battery Park Hotel, Tuesday and Wednesday, September 10th 
and lith, 1901, and the following are the proceedings of the con- 
vention : 

Hon. John D. Mclnnis: The convention will please come to 
order. The first thing will be the reading of the call. 

The Secretary: Mr. Chairman, the following letter announc- 
ing this convention and inviting all members to be present was 
sent out: 

July 16, 1901. 

Dear Sir : — I am directed by the president, Hon. John D. Mclnnis, 
to call the meeting of the Southern Railway Commissioners' As- 
sociation at Asheville, N. C, on the second Tuesday of Septem- 
ber; say Sept. 10, 1901. It is very much hoped by the president 
that each State shall be fully represented, and to that end this 
early notice is given that all may arrange for this meeting. I 
will thank you to bring this matter to the attention of your com- 
mission at once, and advise me as early as possible the names of 
your comissioners and the route they will want to travel and the 
point from which transportation is desired, as I hope to be able 
to procure same from the railroads over which all may travel 
and also to make arrangements for hotel accommodations, etc. 
Please let me hear from you promptly, and oblige, ' 

Very respectfully, 

JOHN A. WEBB, 
Secretarv Southern Railfoad Commissioners' Association. 

ft/ 

The call was addressed to the Secretaries of the Railway Com- 
missions of the various States. 

The Chairman: Will you call the States, Mr. Secretary, and 
see how many representatives are here? 

The Secretary: ^ 

Arkansas: F. M. Hanley, commissioner. 

Alabama: No representative. 

Florida: H. E. Day, chairman. 
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Georgia: No representative. 

Kentucky: C. C. McChord, chairman. 

Louisiana: W. L. Foster, commissioner; W. M. Barrow, sec- 
retary. 

Mississippi: John D. Mclnnis, chairman; A. Q. May, commis- 
sioner; J. D. Webb, secretary. 

North Carolina: Samuel L. Rogers, commissioner. 

South Carolina: J. C. Wilborn, commissioner; J. D. Wharton, 
commissioner; D^Arcy P. Duncan clerk. 

Texas: L. J. Story, commissioner. 

Tennessee: N. W. Baptist, chairman; T. L. Williams, com- 
missioner. 

Virginia: No representative. 

West Virginia: Shear, Asst. Sec'y. of State. 

The commission of the State of Missouri was not notified of 
the meeting. The Interstate Commerce Commission was noti- 
&ed, ^but there is no representative present. I would like to read 
a letter from Judge Knapp, the chairman of the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission, in response to an invitation I sent him, in 
which he states that he thinks it will be probable that at least 
two of the Interstate Commerce Commissioners will be present, 
and since then I have not heard from him and do not know that 
they will be in attendance. 

The letter was read and the secretary instructed to answer it, 
expressing the regrets of the convention that none of the mem- 
bers of the Interstate Commerce Commission were able to be 
present. 

The Chairman: Gentlemen of the Convention — Since the or- 
ganization of this body, a little over twelve months ago, the busi- 
ness world has not stood still; the United States, and especially 
that part of it which this Association represents, has been given 
over to hallelujahs and peans in celebration of their unusual pros- 
perity. Our section has had a healthful season of business and 
there has been no reason for complaint. To us, however, who are 
charged with the protection of the rights of those who make this 
prosperity possible, the year' has not been without its cares; and 
while rejoicing with others that material advance has been made, 
a study of the situation must convince this Association that busi- 
ness problems touching transportation are still unsolved. 

The accretion of power to those forces which make for lessen- 
ing the influence of railroad commissions continues. And it is just 
as well for us to admit that the ranks of those who believe that 
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state railroad commisBions can be made engii^-of good grow 
thinner, and the belief that they are Hiisapplied bpal^es upon the 
wheels of commerce grows stronger. ^*' y 

This condition prevails especially in the Southern Stjfte^^t . Over 
two years ago, the Mississippi commission, in its report'to-ifie. leg- 
islature, called attention to .the rapid growth of large corpoi^ate 
interests, and the control they were exercising upon commerbe^. 
and upon freight rates. It was seen then that a new factor' in: 
business had arisen, and one that could become inimical to trans- 
portation companies as well as to the commercial and agricultural 
interests of the State. No one, however, could have foretold the 
rapidity of the consolidation of great interests and the strong* 
hold which these consolidations would give to those who exercise 
absolute control of the power given by unlimited wealth — a power 
heretofore only possessed by governments which had the taxes of 
all the people at their bidding. 

The necessity for the concentration of capital in corporate form 
for the purpose of carrying on great industrial enterprises is, of 
course, too plain for argument. At the same time, the restraint 
of these corporations in any attempt which may be made to ab- 
sorb public privileges, is a duty which the guardians of public in- 
terests can never properly lose sight of. 

When it becomes possible for one man to own all the coal mines, 
all the iron ore, all the mills, and all the means of transportation, 
it takes no prophet to foretell that competition will be gone and 
industrial and commercial empire, with power to concentrate all 
the sources of wealth, will have arrived. The classes and the 
masses of the American people will be distinct, and their differ- 
ences as easily perceived as the differences between the Russian 
nobleman and the peasant who tills his estate. • 

The study of the methods and cost of transportation is probably, 
the most intricate problem which has ever beeti undertaken by any 
board of public control. The proper regulation of the transpor- 
tation facilities of any country affects directly its every material 
Interest and the railroad corporation levies a tribute directly, or 
indirectly, upon every person residing within reach of the traflBc 
which passes over its rails. 

I believe it is within the power of this, and kindred associations, 
to be factors in the change which will make the laws just to the 
people and corporations, and powerful enough to exact what is 
right towards both. It is known that this organization owes its 
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existence totikf^iKct of dissimilar conditions with us from all other 
sections of tlj(5* tJnited States as to products, methods of business, 
and cosf'qf transportation. The necessity for concert of action 
was sr^^i^nt, a desire for personal contact with m6n whose call- 
ings;i^e* identical, and the knowledge that no education can equal 
tfciV* which comes from co-operative study and work forces us to- 
. :*;g^ther, and hence we are here. 

' l\ ' But now there is a ground common to all who are interested in 
* transportation laws which will be fair to the corporations am 
just to the people. I believe that the best remedies for the dan- 
gers which surround our business conditions lie in the improve- 
ment and wise administration of the laws, both Federal and State, 
which control transportation. When these laws are so amended 
and simplified that each issue affecting the railroads and the peo- 
' pie, is clearly and distinctly under the control of the commission, 
and the decisions can be promptly referred to the courts,- the ques* 
tion will have been solved. When it is clearly understood that, 
as between the commissions and the corporations, the commissiona 
carry the absolute powers of the sovereign States, and yet their ac- 
tion is subject to revision and reversal by an impartial court, cor- 
porate greed will be restrained, and ignorant and unjust commis- 
sions rendered powerless for harm. Let us always remember that 
the distinctive mark of the American mind had been his willing- 
ness to refer everything in business to the courts. In all cases, 
let us ever show that the decisions of the cpurt are, to us, final, 
and that we believe in quick reference to the bodies which can 
change our decisions, and let us force the corporate bodies to the 
same line of action. 

Since the enactment of the Interstate Commerce Law, all the 
forces of all the corporations have been concentrated upon cur- 
tailing the powers of the Commission. It could not be expected 
that the Interstate Commerce Law, as first enacted, would be 
clear of mistakes; and these, as construed by the courts, have 
rendered the law almost inoperative. 

That reasonable amendment to the law have not been passed 
is due to the power of the corporations in Congress and the 
natural indisposition of the American mind toward putting 
large business interests under the direction of a government 
bureau. It is easy to see that the power of the National Com- 
mission has been virtually destroyed and that the courts have 
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sa construed the law as to render it almost inoperative and thus 
made it useless to the railroads and to the people. 

I repeat, there can foe but one remedy; that is to amend the 
law. In this work State railroad commissions should play the 
most important part. And I want to say that this and kindred 
bodies should gather together all the power possible to use in 
having these laws so amended as to give life and energy to them 
without jeopardizing the prosperty and future well-being of the 
transportation companies. 

What steps are necessary for this purpose? 

A knowledge of the business intrusted to us. The State 
Hailroad Commission which believes that the sole purpose for 
which it was created is to reduce local rates can have no part 
in this movement. 

The question of transportation must be studied, understood and 
explained; mutual interests pertaining to the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission and the State Commissions must unite them 
in an earnest and intelligent effort to right the present wrongs 
of the law and to devise means for making changes that will com- 
mend themselves to the intelligence of the law-makers. 

The task is no easy one, but it can be accomplished. The wrong 
of the present status of the law must be shown; if false princi- 
ples of estimating earnings prevail, they, also, must be shown 
and the law so amended so as to correct them. The veriest tyro 
in the knowledge of computing railroad earnings knows that 
in one decision the premises upon which the judgment was ren- 
dered were wrong and the decision unjust. To illustrate: There 
are timber lands in my State that will produce ten thousand feet 
of lumber to the acre; for hauling this lumber one hundred miles 
the railroads receive six cents per hundred pounds, or thirty 
dollars per acre. Now if the destination of the lumber is within 
the State, the Nebraska decision authorizes the State Commission 
to take cognizance of this particular haul in making local rates; 
but if the destination lies one mile beyond the State limits, the 
Commission has no jurisdiction. 

This is absurd upon its face and rests entirely upon a wrong 
method of computing railroad earnings, crediting to the State 
only such freight as originates and ends in the State. No rail- 
road manager ever dreamed of such a method and no one can be 
found who believes it either just or reasonable. As a matter 
of fact, the railroad plan of giving to each station credit for .all 
freight originating at that station and giving credit for the haul 
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per mile to each road when the freight passed over two lines, is 
the correct rule and just, and the only one by which income can 
be determined so as to give to the State Commission such knowl- 
edge of the earnings as will enable them to determine what are 
reasonable rates. 

Nothing can accomplish this but an amendment to the law; 
and to who has studied at all the present condition, it must be 
regarded as absolutely necessary. Let this association, together 
with the National Association of Bailroad Commissioners and 
the members of the Interstate Commerce Commission, bend all 
their energies to this one thing — a res(«onable, just and intelli- 
gent representation to the lawmaking power as will result in 
vitalizing the law. Let it be plainly shown what is necessary, 
and then the responsibility for the chaotic condition now pre- 
vailing will rest upon other shoulders than our own. 

The Chairman: What is the next pleasure of the convention? 

The Secretary : The next is a motion relative to the address of 
the president. 

Mr. McChord: Mr. Chairman, I move that the president's ad- 
dress be endorsed by this convention. 

Mr. Story : I second the motion, and amend it by moving to re- 
fer the address to the committee on legislation. 

The amendment was accepted. 

The amendment was carried. 

The motion was carried. 

The Secretary: The next thing, Mr. Chairman, is the report of 
the Committee on Programme. 

Mr. Baptist: As chairman of that committee, I have furnished 
the secretary with a copy of the report. 

The Chairman: The secretary will please read the report. 

The Secretary: The report of the Committee on Programme is 
as follows: 

PROGRAM. 

FIRST SESSION. 

Tuesday Morning, September 10th, 11 o'clock. 

1. Convention called to order by chairman. 

2. Reading call for meeting. 
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3. Boll call by States. 

4. Address by Chairman Mclnnis, or other presiding officer. 

5. Motions relative thereto. 

6. Report of Committee on Program and consideration of same. 

7. Report of standing committees, in the order called for by the 
presiding officer, and consideration thereof. 

SECOND SESSION. 

^ Tuesday Afternoon, September 10th. 

1. Report of special committees in the order called for by the 
presiding officer, and consideration thereof. 

2. A short statement in writing, of the jurisdiction, powers and 
duties of each railroad commission, and discussion thereof. 

3. Reports, papers and discussion on delays in enforcing orders 
of railroad commission, and remedies suggested. 

4. Miscellaneous business. 

THIRD SESSION. 

Wednesday Morning, September 11th. 

1. Reports, papers and discussion on grade crossings. 

2. Reports, papers and discussion on classification, rates, rules 
and regulations. 

3. Miscellaneous business, under which papers may be read, reso- 
lutions offered, and suggestions n;iade on any other subject ger- 
main to the general subject of transportation by public carriers 
and the duties of railroad commissions. 

FOURTH SESSION. 

Afternoon, September 11th. 

1. Discussion of plans for ascertaining the fair valuation of rail- 
road property for taxation. 

2. Election of officers. 

3. Selection of place for next regular meeting of the Association. 

4. Appointment of standing committees. 

5. Adjournment. 

Respectfully submitted, 

N. W. BAPTIST, Chairman, 
L. J. STORY, 
FELIX HANLEY, 

Committee. 
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The Chairman : The Georgia commission was going to arrive at 
ten o'clock this morning. They did not come on that train, and 
they can not come until 2:10. 

Mr. Day: That train had a sleeper on. They may be in. 

TJhe Secretary : I think it would be a good idea to start this pro- 
gramme, which is to be *the programme of this meeting. 

The Chairman: What action will the convention take on the 
report of the Committee on Programme? 

It was moved and seconded that the report be adopted. 

And the report was adopted. 

The Chairman: What further action will the convention take?' 

Mr. Hanley: Inasmuch as perhaps some of the other States 
will be represented later in the day, I believe I will move that we 
adjourn until three o'clock. 

The Secretary: I would ask one minute. It seems to me that 
report would have to go to a committee. It is the by-laws, and it 
may be that we will adopt it as a whole; but it will be well now to- 
read it and then to consider it. 

The Chairman: What is the idea of the convention? To read 
this? 

Mr. Baptist : I rise to make an inquiry. Do I understand that 
at three o'clock we will just take up this report and go through^ 
with it? 

Mr. Henley: I made a motion to adjourn until three o'clock, I 
now renew my motion to adjourn until three. 

The motion was seconded and carried. 

And the convention was adjourned until three o'clock. 



AFTERNOON SESSION. 

The convention was called to order at 3 o'clock. 

The Chairman: The house will please come to order. What 
is the next order of business? 

The Secretary: The report of standing committees is the order 
of business, in the order called by the presiding officer. The 
Committee on By-laws will be the first. 

Mr. Baptist: There is a report filed, Mr. Chairman, by Mr. Mc- 
Chord, who is chairman of the committee. 

The Chairman: Will you please read the report, Mr. Secretary f 

The secretary then read the following: 
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REPORT OF COMMITTEE ON BY-LAWS. 

The Committee on By-laws begs leave respectfully to submit 
the following report: 

I. Name and Object. — ^The name of this association shall be the 
Southern Association of Railroad Commissioners, and its general 
object the discussion of subjects pertaining to the operation and 
supervision of railroads, and an endeavor by mutual effort to pro- 

. cure and maintain just and reasonable rates of transportation in, 
to and from Southern territory. 

II. Membership. — ^The membership of this association shall be' 
active and honorary. Active memberships shall embrace only the 
railroad commissioners, and their secretaries, legally appointed 
or elected, of the following Southern States, viz.: Alabama, Ar- 
kansas, Florida, Georgia, Kentucky, Louisiana, Missouri, Missis- 
sippi, North Carolina, South Carolina, Tennessee, Texas, Virginia> 
West Virginia, Maryland and of such other States as the associa- 
tion may deem proper to admit. Honorary membership shall em- 

• brace former members of this association; members and secreta- 
ries of all railroad commissions of the United States, not active 
members of this association; members of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission, its secretary and assistant secretary. 

Active members shall be entitled to one vote each, when present 
in person, upon all questions coming before the association. 

Honorary members shall have the privilege of the floor and the 
right of debate, but shall in no event be entitled to vote. 

The privileges of the floor may be extended to any persons by a 
majority vote* of the members present at any meeting, upon mo- 
tion stating the names and residences of such persons. 

III. Officers. — The officers of this association shall consist of a 
president, vice-president, secretary, and assistant secretary. 

The duties of the president and, in his absence, of the vice-presi- 
dent, shall be to preside over the meetings of the association, pre- 
serve order and decorum and decide all points of order. In the 
absence of both president and vice-president, a president pro 
tempore may be elected at a stated meeting by a majority vote of 
the members present. 

It shall be the duty of the secretary to record and preserve the 
proceedings of each meeting and cause the same, together with 
the debates, to be published when a majority so directs. Such 
officers shall be elected from among the active members of the 
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association, by ballot, after nominations upon the floor of the 
convention, and shall hold oflBce from the close of the annual ses- 
sion at which they are elected to the close of the next succeeding 
annual session; and until their successors are elected. 

IV. Committees. — The following standing committees shall be 
appointed, from the active members, by the president, at each 
annual meeting: 

1. Executive, five members, of which the president and secretary 
shall be ex officio members, which shall have charge of the arrange- 
ment governing the holding and conduct of business at meetings. 
The report of this committee shall be first in order at each meeting. 

2. Grade Crossings, three members. 

3. Taxation and Valuation of Railroad Properties, five members. 

4. Classification of Expenses of Operation and Construction of 
Railroads, five members. 

5. Uniform Classification, five members. 

6. Statistics and Reports by Railroads of Receipts and Expenses 
for Conducting Transportation, five members. 

7. Legislation, five members. 

8. Safety Appliances, three members. 

9. Delays in Enforcing Orders of Railroad Commissions, three 
members. 

10. Rates and Rate Making, five members. 

And such other committees as the association may, by majority 
vote, create. 

V. Annual Meetings. — One meeting of this association shall be 
held each year, the time and place to be designated by the preced- 
ing convention, but in case of failure to do so, the Executive 
Committee shall call the meeting. 

VI. Special Meetings. — ^Upon written application of the active 
members of any thre6 States, the president shall call a special or 
extra session of the association, the time and place to be named 
in the call. 

VII. Amendments. — These articles may be amended at any an- 
nual meeting by a majority vote of the members present; provided, 
that such amendment has been submitted in writing to the secre- 
tary of the association and copies thereof mailed to the chairman 
of each commission, active members of the association, at least 
one month before the said annual meeting; and if no such notice 
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has been given, it shall require a two-thirds' vote to adopt such 

amendment. 

C. C. McCHOBD, Chairman, 
N. W. BAPTIST, 
JNO. D. McINNIS. 

Committee. 

The Chairman: What will the association do with the report? 

Mr. Foster: Mr. Secretary, please read that first section again, 
in regard to membership? 

The first section was read. 

The Chairman: Are there any further suggestions? 

Mr. Story: I move that the by-laws, as reported, be adopted. 

The motion was seconded and carried. 

And the report was adopted. 

The Chairman: What is the next thing in the order of business, 
Mr. Secretary? 

The Secretary: The Committee on Legislation. 

The Chairman: Is that committee ready to report? 

Mr. May: I would like to state that the chairman of this com- 
mittee is absent, and it devolves upon Mr. Williams and myself 
to make the report, which I now do. 

The following report was then read: 

EEPOBT OF THE COMMITTEE ON LEGISLATION. 

"Your committee on legislation would beg leave to present, as 
embodying their report, the following resolutions, and ask that 
such be considered and acted on separately. 

Be it resolved by the State Bailroad Commissions of and for 
the Southern States, in convention assembled. That the congress 
of the United States be respectfully requested to speedily pass an 
Act authorizing and empowering the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission to prescribe reasonable maximum rates for the transpor- 
tation of passengers and freight by all common carriers engaged 
in interstate commerce; and that such commission be given full 
power and authority to make such rules and regulations as will 
enable said commission to carry into effect its orders so fixing such 
maximum rates. 

2. Be it further resolved. That the congress of the United 
States be further respectfully requested to pass an Act authoriz- 
ing and empowering the Interstate Commerce Commission to pre- 
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scribe a claseification of freight articles, and rules and regulations 
and conditions for freight transportation to be known as ^^The Na- 
tional Freight .Classification;'' and that said commission be em- 
powered and directed to require all common carriers engaged in 
interstate commerce to adopt and put into effect said classifica- 
tion in fixing rates of transportation over their said lines. 

3. Be it further resolved, That the legislature of the several 
States be respectfully requested to pass an Act requiring that all 
newly constructed roads file witl; the State Railroad Commissions 
*of their respective States a detailed verified report of the cost of 
construction of such roads, before they be allowed to operate as 
common carriers. 

4. Be it further resolved, That the Legislatures of the several 
States be respectfully requested to pass an Act requiring all rail- 
road companies operating within a State to keep books of account 
of all business done therein, and all expeni^es incurred in carrying 
on such business, separate and distinct from their interstate busi- 
ness, and that such books and all papers and vouchers relating 
thereto be always open to the inspection of the State Railroad 
Commissions of their respective States. 

5. Be .it further resolved. That the legislatures of the several 
States be respectfully requested to pass an Act authorizing the 
State Railroad Commissions to employ expert accountants, and to 
make an appropriation to pay the same. 

6. Be it further resolved, That as soon as a "National Classi- 
fication" be authorized and prescribed that the several States' 
Railroad Commissions be respectfully urged to promptly adopt 
and ratify the same, as far as practicable. • 

7. Be it further resolved. That the Congress of the United 
States be respectfully requested to pass an Act authorizing and 
requiring the Federal Courts to treat all cases arising under and 
by virtue of laws creating Railroad Conmiissions, whether State 
or interstate, wherein the public interests are involved, as pref- 
erence cases, and as such, that they be entitled to be placed at the 
head of the docket, and to be speedily and promptly heard. 

8. Be it further resolved, That the Congress of the United 
States be respectfully requested to pass an Act providing that be- 
fore any Federal Court shall grant a temporary injunction re- 
straining the enforcement of rates fixed by any commission duly 
authorized so to do, that the parties so applying for such injunc- 
tion be first required to enter into a good and suflScient bond, con- 
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ditioned to repay all sums in excess of such rates collected by th^m 
during the life of such injunction; that they be required to make 
monthly reports of aU such excessive collections, and from whom 
collected, and that if such injunction be finally dissolved, that a 
decree for such excessive sums be entered against the complain- 
ants and on the bond, in favor of the defendant for the use and 
benefit of all perrsons from whom such excessive charges hstve 
been (exacted and collected. 

A. Q. MAY, Acting Chairman. • 
T. L. WILLIAMS. 



The Chairman: What will the association do with the report? 

Mr. Foster: I move that we consider it section, by section. 

The Chairman: It is moved that we consider the report sec- 
tion by section. Do I hear a second? 

The motion was seconded and carried. 

The Chairman: Will you please read the first section, Mr. Sec- 
retary? 

The secretary then read the first section. 

The Chairman: That section is before you for consideration. 
What action will the convention take? 

Mr. Foster: I move, Mr. Chairman, to strike out the word^ * 
"maximurf." 

The Chairman: How will that make it read? 

The Secretary: "To prescribe reasonable rates, etc.'' 

Mr. Baptist: I withdraw my second, Mr. Chairman. 

Judge Story: I second the motion to amend. I believe that 
it is the only way to prevent rate wars for somebody to fix the 
rate. If the rate is merely the maximum, the rate wars that are 
so disastrous will come, and they disturb business everywhere.- 
It simply gives the roads an opportunity to favor some and to 
slip by others. I believe the Interstate Commerce Commission 
ought to make the rates. They should fix the rates, and I there- 
fore second the motion. 

Mr. Foster: Judge Story expressed my sentiments exactly, 
and I will go further and say that if a body, legislative, judicial, 
or otherwise, undertakes to prescribe the rates, there should be 
a protection not only to producer and shipper, but also to the 
carriers. Judge Story has justly said that the fixing of a maxi- 
mum rate will leave open a way to protect some places and go 
by others; but if the rates are fixed absolutely, it protects the 
carriers as well as the shippers. I believe it should be done just 
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as we do in our State (Louisiana). We do not prescribe any max- 
imum rates, but we fix a rate and that rate is the only rate in 
existence. 

The Chairman: Mr. Wilborn, will you take the chair one 
moment, please? 

Mr. Wilborn presiding. 

Mr. Mclnnis: I want to say, gentlemen of the association, that 
I do not know if any of you here heard my address this morning, 
but in that I touched on this subject. I believe in having some 
legislation that will make the Interstate Commerce Law — ^that will 
give to the Interstate Commerce Commission the power to super- 
vise the rates, just as we have power to supervise them in Missis- 
sippi, and just as they do in other States; but I have a very great 
doubt as to whether the best way to do that is to attempt to give 
the Interstate Commerce Commission the power to fix rates. 
In other words, it seems to me that the best thing that we 
could do is to follow as nearly as we can the amendment to the 
law that has been introduced by Judge Cullom, and my judgment 
is that it differs from the report of the Committee on Legisla- 
tion in this, that it gives the Interstate Commerce Commission 
the power to take up and revise any rate they find unjust. That is 
all done in Judge Cullom's amendment. Then it goes directly to 
the courts. Now, I have my doubts whether the authority granted 
to any commission to fix rates is in accordance with public senti- 
ment in the United States, and especially in our part of the 
United States. I think Mr. Foster is exactly right, that is that 
the rule should be "justice to the shippers and justice to the 
carriers." If that can be done I doubt whether the Interstate 
Commerce Commission is the proper body that should have in 
charge the various interests of the railroads. I think that the 
'Interstate Commerce Commission in the case of Chattanooga 
against Nashville shows that they had a very little control over 
the conditions, and as a matter of fact the only reason that they 
allowed Chattanooga to change the rate was because they had not 
applied to them. The case was the simple justice of it. So I 
think that if we can follow Judge Cullom's bill it will be easiei^ 
to do than to give them absolute power to fix rates. These are 
simply my views. I would like the association to consider this 
matter and I would like them to do as they think best; but I 
have given this question a good deal of consideration. While 
they do not attempt to make all rates, changes of rates, when- 
ever they have to be made, have to be submitted to the commis- 
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sion. That is all I believe ought to be done, and I believe Judge 
Cullom's amendment accomplished all that is necessary. 
I just want to throw out that idea. 

Mr. Duncan: Your ideas are entirely in accordance with mine, 
sip. I would not rise in this presence to say anything, but proba- 
bly my long experience in railroad commission work will warrant 
my doing so. The 20th of last June marked my twentieth year on 
the South Carolina Railroad Commission. I have been through it 
all. I could tell you, sir, that all rates have been reduced 100 per 
cent, in my State, and if our commission had undertaken to do that 
at one time we would have been tied up in the court; but by gradu- 
ally reducing a little here and a little there we have accomplished 
this task without friction. I have heard it said time and time again 
that if you people had asked for this all at one time you would have 
gotten into the court; but you have gradually cut these rates down 
until you have gotten them reasonable. Now do not let this convention 
here do anything that is going to antagonize anything that the Na- 
tional Convention did. When we start away from here let us go 
ready to endorse that Cullom bill. Now, you pass this resolution 
and send it up and they will see these men are not united on any- 
thing. Last year they wanted the Cullom bill, this year they want 
to go a great deal further. I would like for you to simply throw 
that out. 1 think when we come to recommend legislation to the' 
National Congress we ought to be very careful and know what we 
are backing up for the men who represent us there, so that they 
can go and fight what we want. If we go there united then every 
Senator and Representative from our State will go in there and 
back up his statement, and we will be ready to take action. 

Mr. May: I desire to support that resolution because I think 
it is right. We want to let the people know whether or not the 
railroads of this country have undisputed sway to fix any and 
every rate that they please, without that rate being passed upon 
by the commission, or duly authorized by the congress of the 
United States. I am one of those who believe that the rates fixed 
by the Interstate Commerce Commission should be enforced. I be- 
lieve that the rate should be what they claim to be, fair and rea- 
sonable; but every one of us knows that the Supreme Court of the 
United States have absolutely stricken from the Interstate Com- 
merce Act the power to fix rates which the people and congress 
had intended. It is admitted here that the Interstate Commerce 
Commission can not fix a rate. They can declare that a rate is 
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exorbitant, but there is no power to which the people can apply 
to make that rate reasonable. I do think that this convention* 
ought to give its endorsement to legislation which will extend the 
power of the Interstate Commerce Commission so that it may fix 
reasonable rates. Now, in regard to the National Convention of 
Railroad Commissioners, I was present at the last year's conven- 
tion and they passed a resolution, not in exactly the same wording,, 
but in substantially the same language, recommending that con- 
gress give poiyer to the Interstate Commerce Commission to fix 
the rates, and I believe they were rights The resolution now be- 
fore us ought to adopted. 

The Chairman: Any further remarks? 

Mr. McChord: Bead the section again,* please? 

Section 1 was. read. 

Mr. May: Just One thing further. I want to say that in put- 
ting in there the maximum rate, I think some, limit ought to 
be fixed. I mean to say that the Interstate Commerce Commission 
ought to have power to fix the rates; but there ought to be some 
limit somewhere. 

Mr. Baptist: I favor the original resolution and disprove the 
amendment. In my State the law under which the commission 
conducts its business gives to the commission power to fix abso- 
lute rates. I doubt somewhat the wisdom of that, for the length 
of time that I have served on the commission. In reply to what 
our distinguished friend from Tdxas says in reference to the rate 
wars, that is very true. Bate wars do disturb business conditions^ 
and to some extent are hurtful. Now, I do not wish to detain the 
convention much longer. Statistics show that within the last two 
decades rates have been immensely reduced, and I am one of those 
that believe that the reduction has been brought about by these 
conditions that we call "rate makers." Now, sir, I believe the 
Interstate Commerce Commission ought to have power to fix a 
reasonable maximum rate, and leave with the railroad corpora- 
tions the right to make a lower rate. A maximum rate, if you 
please, for the reason that the experience that we have had 
teaches us to know that these very commissions themselves rec- 
ognize different conditions between railroad corporations, and the 
rate wars, if you please to call it that, have given to both railroad 
companies and shippers an experience that has been immensely 
valuable, and I believe they have had these reductioijs brought 
about by these wars. Therefore^, sir, notwithstanding the fact that 
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I stand here representing a State that hais given the power to fix 
absolute rates, and I doubt the wisdom of it. 

The Chairman: The question now is on the original resolution 
by Mr. Foster. The resolution is to recommend legislation to con- 
gress to give the Interstate Commerce Commission power to fix 
reasonable maximum rates. The amendment is to strike out th^ 
word maximum. 

Mr. Baptist : I move to lay the amendment on the table. 

Which motion was seconded, and the motion to lay on the table 
was lost. ' 

The Chairman: The ^estion is now on the amendment. 

The ayes and nays were called. The chair being in doubt, a ris- 
ing vote was taken. 

And the amendment was lost. 

The Chairman: It now recurs upon the adoption of section 1 of 
the resolution. > 

The ayes and nays were called, and the section was carried. 

The chairman was recorded as voting against the resolution. 

The Chairman: Please read the second section. 

The secoixd section was read. 

Mr. May: I move that the resolution be adopted. 

The motion was seconded, and the resolution was adopted. 

The Chairman: The secretary will please read section three. 

The Chairman: What is the pleasure of the convention? 

Mr. McChord: I move the adoption of the section. 

The motion was seconded, and the third section was adopted. 

The Chairman: Read the next section, please, Mr. Secretary. 

The secretary then read section 4. 

The Chairman: What would be the effect of that resolution? 

Mr. May: That resolution is intended to require the railroad 
to have a general office in the State in which they are to keep 
the record of all their interstate business separate and distinct 
from their State business, so that at any time the railroad com- 
missioners or their agents can go into that office and examine 
those records and ascertain the receipts and expenditures on State 
and interstate business. As it is now, the railroads make their 
reports to the railroad commissions. I do not say these reports 
are not correct. I do say that sometimes I think they charge to 
operating expenses what ought to be charged to permanent im- 
provements. Now, under that section, the commission will be 
bound by the books kept in these offices. In view of that import- 
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ant matter, I think it is highly necessary that the record should 
be kept so that the commissioners can ascertain the true condi- 
tion of the company's business and may thus be enabled to make 
local rates. That is the object of the resolution. 

Mr. Duncan: I do not think this convention wishes to entail 
any unnecessary expense upon the railroad corporations. I am 
going to speak just as this thing strikes me in South Carolina. 
The interests in South Carolina are virtually controlled by three 
railroads, the Southern, the Atlantic Coast Line, and the Seaboard 
Air Line. They all report to the Interstate Commerce Commission 
at Washington. All their records are kept in the North and at 
Washington. They have their auditing departments, and we get 
these reports from the Interstate Commerce Commission. If 
there is any necessity for information regarding their interstate 
business we would simply have to go to the Interstate Commerce 
Commission. It would be a great expense to keep an office in 
South Carolina which would simply have a duplicate of these 
reports. Our law authorizes us to see the books, summon wit- 
nesses, and to see every report that they make. Now, if the South 
Carolina commission are not satisfied with the reports sent ta 
them, they can come to this office, or they can have the books 
sent to South Carolina. Now, why should these people be put te 
the expense of establishing such an office in South Carolina? I 
do not know how they make the report, but last year the Atlantie 
Coast Line undertook to send up a report to our office, and I 
wrote that that would not do for us, and asked that they fill 
out a separate and distinct form for South Carolina. Now, if 
we have our Legislature to put them to that expense I do not 
see how it would be any more satisfactory to us or to the State 
than the present method, and it would add additional expense, and 
that would be the principal objection. Our law allows our com- 
mission to send for their books and to go into the smallest details. 
There is a representative of the railroad here, and I think they 
would look at it as an unnecessary expense. I just throw these 
suggestions out to you because the matter has been considered in 
our State at various times. 

The railroads in your State make a report showing the local 
and interstate business separately. We have a printed blank that 
we send to the railroads. We send a blank for monthly state- 
ments, and for local passenger and freight business. They then^ 
make a statement of maintenance of way and structures, office ex-^ 
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penses, and amount of taxes, pro-rated monthly, and they make in 
that report a comparison of earnings of the preceding year. They 
give the tonnage hauled, say, for September, 1901, and the tonnage 
for September, 1900. This is entirely the State business, and 
from that is compiled the annual report. We send out these 
blanks every month. 

Mr. McChord: I appreciate the force of Mr. Duncan's argu- 
ment. Of course, we do not want to put on the railroads any 
expense that should be avoided, where their reports show the re- 
sult of their local and interstate business; and therefore, I move 
to strike out the resolution to keep an office in the State. I think 
under our power to summon witnesses and send for any books that 
may be necessary the whole question is covered. 

Mr. May: I accept that amendment. The reports that ai^ 
made to the Mississippi Railroad Commission are the report* 
that are made out on the Interstate Commerce Commission blanks. 

Mr. Duncan : In South Carolina we use the blank furnished hy 
the Interstate Commerce Commission modified to apply to South 
Carolina, local business. 

The Chairman: Bead the resolution as amended. 

The secretary read the resolution as amended. 

Judge Story: We have that authority in Texas and the books 
are kept in Texas, and it is the only way that the railroad commis- 
sion can inspect the books in our judgment. If the railroad com- 
panies do not see proper to show it to them, it can be punished 
in the State, and should you go to inspect any books not kept in 
the State you might have some difficulty. In out State when the 
law requires us to inflict punishment or to recover damages, 
then we go and inspect the books. Yon will find it troublesome 
whenever you have to go out of the State to do it. I do not feel 
interested in the resolution so far as our State is concerned. 

Mr. Duncan: The majority of the railroad's running in Texa» 
are wholly in Texas. They have their general offices there. The 
auditor's departments in South Carolina have their offices in differ- 
ent States, and their reports are acceptable to our people. 

The Chairman: J know that so far as Texas itself is con- 
cerned that most of the roads are in the State, but I know that 
some of our Texas companies refuse to bring their books when 
wanted. 

The Chairman: You have heard the reading of the section afr 
amended. The question now reevrs on thai; sectiion- a^^ atniQuded.. 



118 



TWENTY-SECOND ANNUAL REPORT OP 



It was moyed and seconded that pection 4, as amended be 
adopted. 

And the section was adopted as amended. 

The Secretary: I will now read section Ko. 5. 

Section No. 5 was read. 

Mr. May: I wiJl state that the Legislature in my State does not 
make that provision. We have no expert accountant as you know, 
and no provision is made to pay for one. I take it that some 
States have a provision made for it. I would like very much for 
this resolution to pass. 

Mr. Hanley: I desire to state that so far as our State (Ar- 
kansas) is concerned, we have an appropriation for an expert. 
They give us Jl,250 per year for an expert rate cl^rk and we keep 
him in the office almost all the time. 

Mr. Foster: It occurs to me that that resolution should be 

m 

couched in different language. It would mean more. I will 
state the condition in Louisiana. We had the sum of $2,000, or 
as- much thereof as needed for an expert accountant, but it does 
not carry with it the employing of the expert as a regular officer 
of the commission, as is the secretary. We had one dose of that 
atid it cost us over $3,000, and the State can hardly afford to em- 
ploy experts at that rate, but I think the commission should have 
the money at its disposal to employ an expert accountant. You 
could simply call the expert an office m^n for $2,000. I would 
suggest the changing of that rule to read differently. 

Mr. Mays: I would state that under that resolution, the com- 
mission could employ an expert by the month. 

Mr. Foster: As I stated, it simply leaves that open. It does 
not leave him as a regular officer. 

Mr. May: How ought it to be amended? 

Mr. Foster: Leave out the words, "whenever necessary." 

Mr. Hanley: It occurs to me that the word accountant would 
be better changed to rate clerk or something of that kind. It is 
presumed that the secretary of a commission should be an ac- 
countant. * 

Mr. May: (Reading) Who should be an expert accountant or 
rate clerk. 

Mr. Hanley: I think rate clerk would be sufficient. That is 
what we call him in Arkansas. 

The Chairman: Do you make that as an amendment? 
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Mr. Hanley: It was a mere suggestion. The resolution would 
better express what was intended by saying a rate clerk, because 
it is presumed that a secretary should be an accountant. . 

Mr. McChord: How would it do to say expert accountant or 
rate clerk. 

Mr. Foster: I do not see that there is any difference. I would 
just as soon leave it that way, because an expert accountant can 
make an inspection. 

Judge Story: I think what we want is an expert accountant, a 
man who can go into the office and find the condition of things; 
When we have got such a man we can find anything we need in 
the office. 

Mr. May: They have both in Texas. We only ask for an ex- 
pert accountant. That is shown by the report. I move that the 
lesolution as originally offered be adopted. 

The Chairman: W^iat will you do with the resolution? 

Mr. Hanley: I would like to have it read again, please. 

The resolution was read. 

The motion to adopt was seconded and carried, and section 5 was- 
adopted. 

The secretary then read section 6. 

Mr. May: I would say on this resolution that the cities of our 
State rather favor this course, that we should adopt a classifica^ 
tion, and if possible it ought to conform to that in use on inter- 
state business. 

The Chairman: Is there any further discussion? 

Mr. May: I think it would be a good thing to let the resolution 
pass. 

Mr. Wilborn:. Will the chairman please have that section read 
again. 

The secretary read the section. 

Mr. Rogers : I move to amend that to read "as far as practica- 
ble." The amendment was accepted by Mr. May. 

The Chairman : The question no-w ia on the section as amended.. 

The ayes and nays were called and section 6 as amended was^ 
adopted. 

The secretary then read section 7. 

The Chairman: What will you do^ with that resolution, gen- 
tlemen ? 

Mr. McChord: I move its adoption.. 
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Mr. Hanlej: Would that change the law as it is now? It does 
not seem to me it would change it as it is in our State. When 
an injunction is sustained by a Federal Court the party would still 
have the right to ignore the order of the commission. 

Mr. May: The object of this resolution is to protect the freight 
payer, because if it is left to him to bring the suit the amount is 
often so small that he would not employ a lawyer to come into 
<;ourt. It is the object of this resolution to protect him. 

Mr. Foster: You say that the freight payer is protected by 
that? 

Mr. May: Yes, sir, we think he has that right in our State 

The Chairman: What will you do with that resolution? 

Mr. McChord: I move its adoption. 

The motion was seconded and the resolution was adopted. 

The secretary then read section '8. 

The Chairman: That is just the intention of the Cullom amend* 
ment. 

Mr. Baptist: I move the adoption of the resolution. 

The motion was seconded and section 8 was adopted. 

The Chairman : Now, gentlemen, the order is to adopt the reso- 
lutions as a whole. 

Mr. McChord: I move the report be adopted as a whole. 

The motion was seconded and the resolutions were adopted. 

The Chairman: What is the next business before the con- 
vention. 

The Secretary: The report of the Committee on Classification. 

Mr., Foster: I will state that Mr. Day, the chairman of that 
committee, went home this evening and said he would be back in 
the morning. 

The Chairman: We had better delay that until the morning. 
What is the next thing, Mr. Secretary? 

The Secretary: The report of the Committee on Eesolutions. 
Mr. McChord is the only member present of the Committee on 
Eesolutions. 

Mr. McChord: I do not think the committee has any resolutions 
to report. I have not heard from Judge Regan on the subject. I 
do not know of anything just now. 

The Chairman: Shall we pass it over? 

Mr. McChord: I do not know that it will do any good to pass 
it over as Judge Regan will not be here. 
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Mr. Williams: I move, sir, that that committee be respectfully 
requested to bring in a resolution expressing the deep feeling of 
this meeting of railroad commissioners of the Southern States 
with regard to the recent diabolical attempt to assassinate the ' 
President of the United States. 

Mr. McChord: Only two members of that committee are pres- 
ent. 

Mr. Williams: Then I move that a committee of three be ap- 
pointed specially for that purpose. 

The motion was seconded and carried. 

The Chairman : I appoint on that committee, Mr. McOhord, Mr. 
Williams and Mr. Eogers. 

The Secretary: I have here a letter from Chairman Knapp of 
the Interstate Commerce Commission. It is as follows: 

Mr. Jno. A. Webb, Secretary Southern Eailroad Commissioners^ 
Association, Asheville, N. C. 

September 9, 1901. 

Dear Sir: — ^For some time it has been my intention to attend^ 
if possible, the annual meeting of the Southern Eailroad Com- 
missioners' Association which convenes at Asheville, N. C, to- 
morrow, and I anticipated much pleasure from extending my 
acquaintances with its members and being present at its deliber- 
ations. 

I am constrained, however, to deny myself that enjoyment for 
various reasons, not the least of which is the atrocious attempt 
upon the President's life, a crime so dastardly and abhorrent as 
to shock the whole civilized world. The degree of uncertainty 
still felt respecting the outcome holds my mind in anxious sus- 
pense, and leaves me for the time being with little interest in mat- 
ters which otherwise would be attentively considered. 

I beg to assure you of my sympathy with the purposes of your 
association, which I am sure will be distinctly promoted by this 
annual meeting, and to repeat my regret that unforeseen circum- 
stances prevent my attendance. 

Yours very truly, 

MAETIN A. KNAPP. 

The Chairman: This letter should be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Eesolutions, and the secretary is instructed to answer 
it expressing' the regret of the convention that the Interstate 
Commerce Commission was not represented. 
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The Secretary: The next thing is the report on transporta- 
tion and arrangement. 

Mr. Webb: Acting for the president, Capt. Mclnnis, and being 
it member of that committee, I corresponded with the various 
hotels here and made arrangements for accommodations at the 
Battjery Park Hotel, the price being f3 per day. That is a con^ 
-fiiderable reduction. A majority of the members desired to meet 
here and so the place was selected. I ask that the committee be 
discharged. 

The Chairman: What will you do with the report? 

Mr. Duncan: I move that the report be adopted and the com- 
mittee be discharged. 

Mr. McChord: The Committee on Resolutions, reporting on 
the communication from the Chairman of the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission, recommends that it be referred to the secre- 
tary for reply. 

The Secretary: The next thing is the report of the Committee 
and powers of the railroad commissioners and jurisdiction 
thereof. 

The Secretary: Alabama is absent; Arkansas has no report 
tiow; Florida, the commissioners are not present; Kentucky, no 
report; Louisiana, the same report as made to the National Con- 
vention; South Carolina will prepare a report; Texas, the same 
report as made to the National Convention. 

Mr. McChord: I move that the report on this subject be 
omitted from the proceedings for the reason that this question 
is fully covered in the several reports of the National Conven- 
tion of Railroad Commissioners. 

The motion was seconded and carried. 

The Secretary: The next report is delays in jenforcing orders 
of railroad commissions and remedies suggested. There is 
no one present on this committee. The next thing is miscel- 
laneous business. 

« 

The Chairman: Has any one anything to suggest? 

Mr. Wilborn: I will be unable to be here to-morrow and I 
would be pleased to hear the discussion on uniform classifica- 
tion this evening. It is a question that has always interested 
me. I will be very much delighted to hear an informal discus- 
sion on this subject. 

Mr. Baptist: The only objection is its being on the program 
to-morrow and the chairman of the committee being absent. It 
perhaps may be better not to discuss this to-day. 
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Mr. Foster: It seems to me that the chairman could be pres- 
ent. 

Mr. Baptist : I am inclined to think, Mr. Chairman, that ther 
postponement of the discussion on that subject until the report of 
the committee is read to-morrow would be best. 

Mr. Wilborn: I simply suggested an informal discussion, but 
I withdraw that suggestion. Before we adjourn I want to ask 
if our State Commissions are troubled as we are in the matter of 
collecting overcharges and freight that is damaged when de- 
livered. I think I am not mistaken when I say that that is the 
source of more trouble in South Carolina than any other one 
thing we have to contend with. What I mean is this. A ship- 
ment of freight will come, and it may be short one or two barrels 
or more. The party to whom it is shipped is compelled to pay the 
freight on the whole shipment in order to get the freight. It 
takes a long time to trace up that loss, and they can not wait.^ 
They become impatient, and I wanted to know from the differ- 
ent commissioners if they are any better oflf than we are. \ 

Judge Story: In Texas we have a good deal of that, over- 
charging, over-collecting, in just such cases as you mention. We 
have no jurisdiction over the final settlement of such claims, but 
we always take up the matter by correspondence, and acknowl- 
edge receipt of the letter, and help all we can. There is some delay,^ 
of course. But under our law we do not have any jurisdiction 
at all, and do not assume any. We take notice of it, and it causes 
the matter to be settled very much quicker than it otherwise 
would be settled. The courts are open to the shipper in such 
cases. 

Mr. Wilborn: I will state that when once we take up a case, 
we never have any trouble getting them settled, but the com- 
plaint is general. Our Legislature has undertaken to pass 
statutes. There is quite a complaint of that abuse all over the 
State. It is the source of quite a good deal of trouble. I thought 
perhaps that some of the States had some law or some method 
by which we could get at it. Of course, these matters can go to 
the courts, but the amounts are so small that it is hardly worth 
while, and there is always a good deal of delay. 

The Chairman: Our course is just the same as in Judge Story'fr 
State. (Texas). 

The Secretary: We have a law on the subject, which requires 
the bill of lading to be delivered on receipt of goods. We take up 
nearly all of these cases, and we get them settled very promptly. 
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The great trouble is that most agents do not care to worry about 
it. 

Mr. May: Our rule is to require settlements within thirty days. 
I do not know that some legislation along that line might not be 
ti good idea. What do you think of some legislation that would 
require that these overcharges shall be paid in a certain time? 

Mr. Hanley: The practice in Arkansas is this: We do not as- 
sume to have any jurisdiction over freight in transit; but where 
the shipper has been overcharged, he sends his bill to the com- 
mission, and we compare the ex;pense bill with our rates, and if 
they do not correspond, then we send it to the company and re- 
'quire them to correct it, and if it is not settled, the commission is 
authorized to bring suit for overcharges. 

Mr. McChord: Do you bring the suit in the name of the com- 
mission? 

Mr. Hanley: Through the Prosecuting Attorney in the district 
in which the overcharge has been made, in the name of the com- 
mission. In every case where there has been an overcharge, the 
overcharge has been settled. 

Mr. Foster: The Louisiana commission, Mr. Chairman, has ban* 
died this matter in a similar way. We have a rule requiring that 
•settlements for damages or claims for overcharges shall be settled 
within thirty days, at the office of delivery or shipment, as the 
<jlaimant may elect. I think we are very free in our State from 
these complaints. That is, the commission is not troubled with 
them to any great extent. I think all claims for overcharges 
should be refunded in at least sixty days. We have on numerous 
occasions had complaints brought before us for damages, and the 
parties have brought the bills, and we have had them corrected. 
Now, as to overcharges, we have fixed the rates, and when any 
liigher rate is charged, it is a violation of the commission's rates, 
and we proceed to hear them for this violation. 

Judge Story: If there is a single State Railroad Commissio>n 
in the Union that has jurisdiction over such cases of damages, it 
has escaped me. In the instances related here by Mr. Foster, 
that is simply the exercise of administrative power. When a com- 
mission says that a rate shall be so and so it fixes the rate; but there 
is no power to punish for damages. There is no judicial power ex- 
ercised by the commission over such things. I take it that all the 
State railroad commissions in the Union are administrative bodies, 
unless they are given judicial power to fine for contempt. That 
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would be purely judicial to require a railroad to settle a claim for 
^damages. They think the course pursued by the gentleman from 
South Caroliiia is exactly right. That is, just simply to write to 
the railroad and call their attention to the damage, and I don^t 
think there will be much trouble. We just simply write to them, 
and we get a letter from the oflScer who handles that department, 
:and the whole matter is settled in that way, and the damages re- 
funded. I dp not think we are going to b^ free from that, be- 
cause there are a great number of peojple in the States who are 
T.ot lawyers, and they think we have a right to do anything under 
the sun to a railroad, to go and tear up the track, if we want to. 

Now, we have got to submit to these things; but I thiilk the 
proper remedy for that is from time to time to seek opportunities 
to enlighten the people as to the jurisdiction and powers of the 
<jommissions. Railroad commissioners are public men, and it 
fieems to me that the railroad commissioner, when he is called 
upon to go into a political canvass and talk to the people, ought to 
confine himself exclusively to the duties of his office. I would feel 
greatly in error, were I to get out and talk to the people about the 
welfare of the republic, and did not talk to them about the duties 
•of the railroad commission. We had some experience last year, 
and we tried to impress upon them what we needed, and I found 
it did a great deal of good. We are not going to be free from 
these troubles. 

Mr. Hanley: Possibly I did not make myself understood clearly 
before as to the way the Arkansas Railroad Commission handled 
■overcharges. Now, when a shipper files a complaint before the 
railroad commission for an overcharge, we investigate it, and find 
whether there is an overcharge or not. If we find that there is 
an overcharge, and it is to that extent that we think it necessary 
to summon the railroad company to appear before the railroad 
commission, then we do so, and try that as to whether there was 
an overcharge. If we find that there was an overcharge, and we 
can not collect it, then we go into the courts. We do not assume 
to have any judicial power at all. We find out, or attempt to find 
out, the amount the railroad has overcharged, and that forms a 
basis for a suit, and that suit is brought in the name of the rail- 
road commission. 

Mr. Foster: It seems to me that the matter is as plain as day- 
light. If a railroad recognizes the right of the commission to 
make a rate, it is bound to charge that rate, and if they charge 



126 TWENTY-SECOND ANNUAL KEPORT OP 

Inore than that rate, one of two things is certain, either that there 
has been a clerical error, and there is an overcharge, and if there 
has been an overcharge, ther^ is a violation of the commission'^ 
rates. 

Mr. Wilborn: Under the Louisiana law, could you enforce it? 

Mr. Foster: Yes, sir, I think we could. The minimum fine is 
one hundred dollars for each offense for any violation of any rule, 
or order of the commission, and the maximum is five thousand 
dollars. Of course, when we do fine them, we thro^V it into the 
courts. It is collectable through the courts in the State. In oth- 
er w^ords, we have tq bring suit for the collection of the fine. 

Mr. Webb: We have a section of that sort too. 

Mr. Wilborn : The question is not so much the overcharge, but 
the trouble is the question of damages to freight, and loss of 
freight. 

Mr. Mclnnis: . In our State we supervise these questions, and 
our law gives the commission power to do so. 

Judge Story: In Texas the law applies only in cases where it 
is considered necessary. 

Mr. Wilborn: Before we adjourn, I have another question to 
ask. I notice that the North Carolina commission has put in a 
cotton rate. How do you construe the Nebraska decision, when- 
you undertake to make a local rate? Do you take into considera- 
tion at all the revenue from interstate business? 

Mr. Mclnnis: So far as our State is concerned, (Mississippi), it 
has always been a matter of impossibility to come down to what 
I considered a reasonable rate. In Mississippi, the rates have 
. been so unusually high, that the railroads do not object to a re- 
duction. Since the Nebraska decision went into effect we have 
made some changes. I do not think that Nebraska case was right. 
The consensus of opinion, as I said in my address — ^is that the de- 
cision is taken on false principles entirely. They can not tell 
what a rate is in a State; but they know that it costs 6^^ per cent, 
of the total expenses to operate the local business. ... I do- 
not believe the Nebraska decision will stand. If I did not believe 
that that decision would be reversed, I would give up all idea of 
our ever amounting to anything. I think that that should get an 
adjudication in the courts. My reason is not that I do not believe 
all the opinion says; but because I do not believe it can withstand 
the forces against it. The Cullom amendment has been in Con- 
gress for two years, and I think if it is presented with the strong: 
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force that is behind it, it will go through. I agree with Mr. Dun- 
-can that we should get that through, and we have no right to go 
there unless we are united. 

Mr. Hanley : The gentleman from South Carolina has mentioned 
R matter that gives us a great deal of trouble, that is the cotton 
rates. 

The Chairman:- Would it not be well for us to consider the 
question of a cotton rate, and have the discussion to-morrow, at 
the same time as the general discussion on that line? 

Mr. Hanley: What I was going to say was this: The Arkansas 
<^ommission published a cotton rate. We made it in the summer 
time, and when the season opened, we found it would not work, 
and now we allow the railroads to operate under the centralizing 
plan. The rebilling and rehauling plan requires them to ship to 
the nearest compress in the direction the cotton is going. Say 
the cotton is shipped to Boston, the railroads take it, and if it is 
rebilled from the compressing point, they charge the through rate 
on it. Say the rate is f 1.25 per bale, and the cotton is compressed 
and reshipped to Boston, they rebate the freight that has been 
paid so as to protect the through rate from the point of origin. 

The Chairman: They have from each place in our State a 
through rate. Say the rate to Boston is 60 cents per hundred, 
and the rate from that same point waS 65 cents to another point, 
then they pay back that 5 cents. 

Mr. Hanley: To explain, we will say that the rate from Little 
Rock to Boston is 80 cents per hundred. You ship it over the 
same road fifty miles, and they will charge you one dollar per hun- 
dred. They will make you pay that dollar, and when the cotton 
is rebilled, they will charge you an amount of freight of that origi- 
nal distance, and rebate the balance of the freight rate, and if any 
member of this convention can suggest a better thing than that I 
would like to hear it. This is a«matter that I have studied a great 
deal. The Arkansas commission fixed the rates, and they did not 
work at all. Every cotton raiser in the whole State was before 
the commission, and I believe the very first order I signed when I 
got on the commission, was rescinding the Arkansas cotton tariff. 
I have given it a great deal of study, and I can not think of any- 
thing that will take the place of that centralizing rate and make 
It better for the shipper. The great trouble with us is this : That 
rate caused almost all the cotton of our State to be diverted from 
the market to which it should have gone. You can not get that 



» 
128 TWENTY-SECOND ANNUAL REPORT OF 

kind of a rate to New Orleans. They T^on't make that kind of a 
rate to New Orleans, or to any Southern port, as I understand it. 

Mr. Foster: You don't allow any back hauling on cotton, to a 
compressing point? 

Mr. Hanley: Our rule is that \t must go in the direction of ita 
destination to the nearest compressing point, and then be re- 
ihipped from there. 

Mr. Foster: Suppose there are several roads which reach the 
concentrating point, what then? 

Mr. Hanley: My experience is that where there are several 
roads, the railroad commission never has any trouble. 

Mr. Foster: We had more trouble over that in Shreveport last 
year than on anything that has ever come up. 

The Secretary: At the last meeting of this Association I noti- 
fied the various commercial bodies of the Southern and Northern 
cities that we would like to have them meet with us. At our last 
session, we had with us several representatives, and to-day, upon 
my invitation, Mr. Corwain, representing the New York Produce 
Association, is present, and I move he be accorded the floor, and 
that if he has anything to say that he be heard. 

Mr. Corwain: I do not .know that I have anything to say. I 
have traveled from New York for the purpose of meeting you all. 
We have been represented before by Mr. Langley of our office, who- 
is a practical railroad man, and who has made a very thorough 
study of the railroad business. I am not of very much use in de- 
liberations which require practical knowledge. But desiring to- 
keep in touch with the Bailroad. Commissioners, I felt that I would 
be very glad simply to meet you. I do not care to interrupt any 
of your deliberations. I will listen with great interest, and if you 
will allow me to come into your meetings I will go away very much 
wiser than I came. In our section of the country we have found 
some fault with the classification of the Southern Classification 
Committee. At one time the results were so serious that we con- 
sulted counsel in New York and thought of bringing an action. 
But that matter was never completed, as we found by conference 
with the Bailway Officials that we might be able t© get some relief. 
Some concessions are being made. Not as much as we ought to 
get. I wish to express my deep appreciation for the courtesy ex- 
tended our association, and feel that I shall go away much bene- 
fited by the experience. 

The Chairman: We are very glad to have you with us. 
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Mr. Baptist: I have invited a gentleman from Tennessee — ^a 
gentleman who is a railroad man, and has been ever since the war, 
Mr. Bobert Gates. I thought this convention would like to hear 
him^ and so I invited him here. I wish to ask that he be allowed 
twenty or twenty-five minutes to-morrow to be heard from a rail- 
road man's standpoint. Col. Gates is a gentleman of rare intelli- 
gence, and will be interesting. He :3 an able man, and I am satis- 
fied that he will say something that will be valuable, and I would 
like to-morrow to introduce him. 

The Chairman: We will be glad to hear from him to-morrow. 

The Secretary : Mr. Chairman, Bichmond has a freight bureau, 
of which Mr. E. S. Goodman is freight traffic manager, and he has 
written the following interesting letter: 

Bichmond, Va., September 7, 1901. 
MB. JOHN A. WEBB, 

Secretary Southern Bailway Commissioners' Association, 
Jackson, Miss. 
Dear Sir: I very deeply regret that owing to a pressing busi- 
ness engagement in Bichmond I shall be unable to attend the 
meeting at Asheville, to which you have kindly invited me. 

Apart from the importance of the matters which will be con- 
sidered at thq.t meeting, I had expected to have the pleasure of 
meeting you again, and other members of your Association with 
whom I became acquainted last year at Lookout Mountain. 

I hope that much progress will be made in the direction of the 
objects attempted by your Association, and especially is this, to 
my mind, necessary with regard to an equitable classification. An 
inequitable classification, such as is the present Southern Freight 
Classification, strikes in all directions, and is, therefore, more 
widely felt, and any remedy of such a classification would be cor- 
respondingly beneficial. 

Yours very truly, 

E. S. GOODMAN, 
Battery Park Hotel, Asheville, N. C. Manager. 

The Chairman: What is the further pleasure of the convention? 

Mr. Baptist: I move we adjourn until to-morrow at ten o'clock. 

The Secretary: Another matter I would like to bring to the 

attention of the convention before it adjourns. Acting upon the 

6 
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suggestion of the president, Mr. Mclnnis, I invited Mr. J. S. B. 
Thompson, to be with us in our meeting. Mr. Thompson is here, 
and may desire to say something. 

The Chairman: We are glad to have Mr. Thompson with us, 
and would like to hear from him. 

Mr. Thompson: I thank you for the courtesy, gentlemen; but I 
have nothing to say whatever. 

Mr. Baptist: I now move we adjourn until ten o'clock to- 
morrow. 

The motion was seconded and carried. 

And the convention stood adjourned until ten o'clock Wednes- 
day, September 11, 1901. 



SECOND SESSION. 

Wednesday, September 11, 1901. 
10:00 o'clock A. M. 

The Chairman: The convention will please come to order. Mr. 
Secretary, what is the first thing on the programme this morning. 

The Secretary: The first thing will be to hear Col. Gates. 

The Chairman: Col. Gates, we are pleased to, accord you the 
privileges of the floor of this convention. 

Col. Robert Gates: I appreciate the courtesy that you have 
shown me on this occasion, and I want to say by way of preface, 
that you may better understand how I feel in the matter, that I 
come from a State where peace exists almost or as nearly almost 
as possible, between the railroads and the people. We have had 
two legislatures there, and they have adjourned without passing a 
single law that was antagonistic to railroad interests. There has 
been no railroad legislation in Tennessee for four years, and the 
conditions seem favorable for there being none soon. We have a 
Bailroad Commission in that State that exercises mandatory pow- 
ers. There have been complaints laid before the commission of 
injustioe and unfairness, and I believe I am justifled in saying that 
every complaint that has been laid before them has been settled 
satisfactorily, both to the complainant and to the railroad, and 
not a law suit has been instituted in the matter of settlement of 
taxes. I mention, this, Mr. President, because I propose to show 
that I appreciate the subject about which I propose to speak to 
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jou as one without prejudice. I have put in writing what I want 
to say^ for several reasons, and I will be as brief as possible. I 
do not want to be tedious. 

RAILROAD REGULATION BY COMMISSIONS. 



Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the Southern States Railroad 

Commission: 

* 

I do not propose on this occasion to discuss the merits of rail- 
road regulation as an original proposition. For the present, at 
least, if not for all time in some form, the question of regulation 
by commissions is settled by adoption. State and National. 
Whether it will ever be re-opened or not as an original question, 
or whatever changes there may be in the system, depends on the 
wisdom, or the lack of it, with which the commissions, State and 
National, exercise their complicated and delicate powers. 

Two striking tendencies at this period of our country^s develop- 
ment attract especial attention. 

First, Government regulation, both State and National, of quasi 
public corporations by commissioners with large and increasing 
powers. 

Second, The combination or consolidation of corporate interests. 

The causes that have produced these marked tendencies and the 
influences that conspire to impede their progress are not difficult 
to point out, in major part at least. And in order to a proper under- 
standing of these causes it will be necessary to review briefly the 
period of railroad development in this country. It presents five, 
more or less, distinct phases that merge into eacji other. 

First, The pioneer, of experimental phase; second, the specu- 
lative, or boom phase; third, the over-production, or bankrupt 
phase; fourth', the extension and short-line purchase phase; flfth, 
the" present phase of consolidation, (the system) to meet extra- 
ordinary demands of extraordinary progress in a land of extra- 
ordinary resources. 

We need devote but little time to the first phase — ^the pioneer, 
or experimental. Like all new things, railroads in their inception 
contended with doubt and prejudice. These, however, were rapidly 
overcome by the persistent effort of bold and enterprising minds, 
backed by capitalists imbued with the speculative spirit. 

For the most part early ventures proved successful. Long-head- 
ed men from the small object lessons before them saw glimpses of 
the possibilities that lay beyond. More than all, a resourceful land, 
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responding to the energy and genius of a restless, ambitious and 
enterprising race, rapidly created necessities that demanded in- 
creased and improved transportation facilities. Railroad develop* 
ment was the result. This development grew with accelerated 
pace. Jonah's gourd did not grow faster. Jack's bean-stalk did 
not spread itself more rapidly, figuratively speaking. 

The result was that the speculative, or boom phase in railroad 
development set in comparatively early in the history of railroad- 
ing, being well under way in 1860, when the Civil War burst upon 
the land. States, counties, cities, towns, vied with each other 
in promoting these great arteries of commerce and travel. Land 
grants, loans of credit, subscriptions in bonds to capital stock, 
and exemptions from taxation were the encouraging agencies em- 
ployed. 

The Civil War paralyzed this development temporarily in the 
South, but stimulated it in the Northern and Western States. The 
war over, the South renewed its energies on this line. The Fed- 
eral government entered the field as the promoter of trans-conti- 
nental lines. Railroad promoting and building became the chief 
and absorbing interest of the country, surpassing all others in 
speculative fascination and progressive results. 

The country, especially north of the Ohio, Potomac and Missouri 
Rivers, became a network of railroads. They were built where- 
ever needed, and in many instances became the pioneers into un- 
developed territory. They both followed and preceded the) ox and the 
plow. They were both the agents and pioneers of civilization. The 
impulse or progress they represented, illustrative of our race and 
country, was irresistible. Popular and fascinating, necessary to 
both conditions and prospects, to those who had and those who 
hoped, there was nothing too good for them, and they reveled in 
popular favor and became as badly spoiled as our infant indus- 
tries — the <jhildren of protection — the one thing in this world tHat 
seems to have discovered the fountain of perpetual youth. 

During this phase of railroad development competition was the 
watchword with the people, and the bonuses. State aid, land 
grants, and exemptions, the watchwords of the promoters. 

The result was the country was honey-combed with independ- 
ent short lines, which soon passed from healthy to reckless com- 
petition. This produced business chaos. Cut rates and excessive 
rates, discrimination between persons and interests, rebates and 
bribes, unsatisfactory service, litigation and agitation filled the 
land. Conservatism and patriotism became alarmed. The doma- 
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gogue rushed to the front. Prejudice rose and spread like a prairie 
fire. And thus came the' demand tor railroad regulation by com- 
missions, beginning with the States. 

Analyzed, railroad regulation by commissions sprung out of 
both excessive and unremunerative rates, unsatisfactory seryice 
in reaching markets, discrimination and demoralization. These 
xiggravating evils were the result of too many railroads, excessive 
competition and short independent lines which necessitated or in- 
vited delays, high tariffs, breaking bulk, damage and frequent loss 
to shippers. 

In the last analysis railroad regulation is the child of over-pro- 
duction of roads and excessive competition with its attendant, 
demoralization. ' 

The phase of wildest competition was also the period of bank- 
ruptcy. Hundreds of lines defaulted in interest on their bonds 
and foreclosures resulted. In the innumerable cases that followed, 
States, counties, and municipalities lost their investments. Even 
many bondholders lost their money, many roads being absolutely 
worthless. Prejudice grew with these losses, and fattened on 
the madness of the hour. 

The only class that flourished in this period of wreck and ruin 
was the promoter, who turned up in every wreck smiling and happy, 
the sole gainer, and the thousands that were losers. And he is 
«till the ever youthful Zanoni of Bulwer's mystical story, as im- 
mortal as humbuggery and as irresistible. 

But out of this period of boom and wreck railroad regulation 
was not the only result. There also came railroad extension by 
purchase of or consolidations with continuous lines or by con- 
struction; mainly the former. Great trade centers were connected 
by continuous lines under one management. The lakes and the 
oceans, the Gulf and the Lakes, the Mississippi and the ^ea 
coasts. East and West, were brought into direct relation with 
•each other. 

This was the period of trunk lines, which, connecting great 
centers of commerce and great waterways, made traffic arrange- 
ments with the many independent short lines which ramified the 
country on their own terms. But the number of these trunk lines 
between the great centers and the great waterways and the rival- 
ties and unreliability of the numerous independent feeders which 
netted the country, rendered what is known as ^^pooling" q. self- 
defensive measure against excessive competition and bankruptcy. 
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In the meantime many States had established railroad commis- 
sions, some with advisory and some with mandatory powers. 
These commissions corrected some of the most glaring evils pro- 
duced by over-building of roads and excessive competition. . In do- 
ing, so, however, they hastened the bankruptcy of many short in* 
dependent lines and promoted the policy of extensions by consoli- 
dations, mainly into trunk lines. They also contributed largely 
to the establishment of pooling as a self-protective policy against 
excessive competition and excessive regulation. 

In this way they regulated rates within their respective States, 
in obedience to uninformed and prejudiced public sentiment, to a 
point below a safe profit to the roads, which operated to place the 
short lines at the mercy of the trunk lines which protected them- 
selves, being interstate by establishing the policy known as pool- 
ing. The short, or State, lines were powerless to pool and at the 
mercy of the commissioners. The trunk lines took the business 
of the short lines together with their own, and by pooling with 
other trunk lines covering the same trade sections and connecting 
the same centers, maintained a safe profit for all. The short lines 
had to depend on local business at rates fixed by the commission. 

With some the volume and character of the local business was 
larger and of a better character than with others. Thus, some few 
could stand the regulation while others could not. In the mean- 
time, as set forth, the trunk lines gathered up the local business 
brought them by many local lines together with their own, and with 
their through business, and by pooling, maintained safe rates on 
an ever-increasing volume of business. In the main this system 
worked well and tended to give stability to rates while it prevented 
rebates, discrimination and demoralization. 

It may be safely asserted that the abuses and the injustices under 
this policy were much less than the advantages to the public, al- 
though it is frankly admitted that there were abuses and injus- 
tices. 

These abuses, while much less on the whole than the advantages, 
resulted in an agitation which fruited in the "Interstate Commerce 
Commission," established in 1887. Under the provisions of this 
bill pooling was made unlawful with heavy penalties. '^Ghaoa 
came again" with rates. 

A Pandora box was thrown open out of which poured all the 
evils pooling had checked. Competition again assumed the reins 
and'conf usion ensued. Wasteful methods of active rivalry for traffic, 
"large expenditures for purposes not connected with efficient ser- 
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vice, discrimination against points, classes and interests," unsatis- 
factory service, secret rebates, losses, delays and demoralization 
resulted on a scale that threatened widespread disaster not only 
to the railroad interest but to the commerce of the whole country. 

In the main, however, increased tariff burdens were imposed, es- 
pecially on non-competitive points which suffered almost to prohi- 
bition upon growth in manufacturing and business. 

This situation was clearly comprehended by the interstate com- 
merce commission, which, however, was powerless to provide a 
remedy. They did the next best thing, that is, encouraged the 
plan of forming great assoeiationa of railway officers which "could 
meet, discuss transportation conditions, reconcile divergent views 
and conflicting interests and formulate schedules of rates." This 
was done and Worked well for several years, encouraged by the 
interstate Commerce Commission as the only means of averting 
the monstrous evils of uncontrolled competition, with its com- 
mittant evils of extravagance, dishonesty, discrimination and de- 
moralization. 

But a suit "brought under the anti-trust law of 1890 against 
one of these associations on the ground that the agreements ef- 
fected under its jurisdiction were in restraint of trade," was sus- 
tained by a bare majority of the Supreme Court after all the lower 
courts had decided favorably to the association, which again turn- 
ed loose all the evils heretofore described. 

For a time the railroad managers were powerless to control the 
situation. The Interstate Commerce Commission confessed itself 
equally so. The year 1898, which immediately followed this de- 
cision, was as night to the twilight of any other experience. Lit- 
erally, "Chaos came again." All the evils of the past were re- 
newed with the intensity of desperation, as there seemed no 
remedy. The fight for existence was fiercely resumed. It was the 
devil take the hindmost. 

In this dire extremity was born the last phase in the history of 
railroad development in this country, the phase of combinations of 
trunk roads (the systems) the way ha^ng been smoothed by ab- 
sorption of most of the short lines by the trunks through bank- 
ruptcy, and otherwise, both self defense and commercial conditions 
demanding the same. 

To-day we stand in the midst of railroad systems, with these 
thousands of miles of main lines, and many thousand more of 
feeders and branches, each supreme in the vast territory it covers 
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^the whole more or less harmonious. And such are the causes 
producing and impelling both regulation and combinations, and 
the results, which are on the whole beneficial, because, we have 
seen, there can be nothing so damaging to American industry in 
general as interstate railroad rates. 

And thus railroads come at the command of progress and ne* 
cessity; then multiply under the impulse of competition and uie 
speiling of promoters; then flourish and bankrupt;, then the dis- 
asters of over-production of roads and excessive competition ^ 
then the trunk lines grow out of the wrecks of independent short 
lines; then the systems develop from the trunks. 

But more striking still, we have seen how over-production of 
roads resulted from the rivalries of communities, and the mad evil 
of competition. 

How excessive competition, with its train of evils, produced 
regulation. How regulation by commissions hastened the com- 
ing of the trunk lines and necessitated pooling in order to main- 
tain safe rates. How pooling, with its minimum of evil produced 
the "Interstate Commerce Commission." How the act creating 
that commission outlawed pooling and loosed the dogs of savage 
competition to the injury of commerce and the paralysis of non- 
competitive points. How the interstate commerce commission, 
powerless to remedy a patent and acknowledged evil, encouraged 
the formation of associations of railroad officers to equalize and 
harmonize rates. And at last how a decision of the Supreme 
Court, that such associations were unlawful, brought confusion, 
and a return of former evils, with redoubled force; and how this 
decision became the parent of those great railroad combinations 
embodied in the forceful word of vast meaning, the ^'System." 

The measure of good and evil resulting with this development 
I have not the time to discuss. This much is gratifying at least, 
that with all the evolutions in railroading, rates have steadily 
declined, and the service as steadily improved, until to-day we 
have in America the cheapest and best railroad service in the 
world. y 

Nor should we be alarmed at the coming of the system, for where 
consolidation is overdone it will fall of its own weight, and in the 
meantime every community on any part of a railroad system is in 
touch and communication with the world, and may grow to the 
full measure of its own local advantages and enterprises. Never 
before were non-competitive points so favored, for nothing is so 
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disastrous to the industries of small towns as rate cutting between 
terminals. It no longer matters whether even a city is served 
by one system, or more, provided its trade territory is well cov* 
ered by tributary lines. And while competition in the old, and 
as it proved in the dangerous sense, may be a thing of the past, 
there has come in its place mutuality of interest and intelligent 
understanding of conditions and needs, together with co-operation 
that makes it certain that the egg-layers will be protected and fos- 
tered, the common interest demanding it. 

It may be said that out of every good comes some evil, and out of 
every evil some good. This is strikingly illustrated in the his- 
tory of railroading in this country. For out of necessity came rail- 
roads; out of over-production of railroads excessive competition; 
out of excessive competition regulation by commissions; out of 
regulation pooling by the trunk lines; out of pooling the inter- 
state commerce commission. And now we have the system as 
the result of the anti-trust law, and so while the good and evil 
may be somewhat mixed, there is a maximum of good to the credit 
of this marvelous evolution in the history of railroads in the 
United States. 

Logically, the next step in this evolution, if conditions and ten- 
dencies now impending continue, is government ownership — ^the 
•exchange of railroad stocks and bonds for government bonds — a 
vast and permanent national debt, with all that means. 

I believe that fair and thorough investigation of the subject will 
sustain this review. And while I do not pretend to h^ve presented 
all the causes or the effects, I feel confident that I have touched 
the major ones involved in the great question under consideration. 

Now, according to my view, the chief danger of regulation lies 
in the power to fix rates, and it seems to me that the history of the 
question sustains this position. In most of the States this power 
exists, within the States, of course. In nearly all the States the 
railroad commissions are clothed with mandatory powers. It 
is safe to say that no one cause contributed so much to break down 
the short line roads, and the bankruptcy of those that were more 
or less State lines, than the exercise by the State Commissions of 
the power to make rates. 

Besides, no one cause was more potential in bringing about inter- 
state trunk lines with branches. But the evil resulting from the 
'exercise of the power to fix rates by State Commission has passed 
with the short lines, which have been absorbed by great trunk 
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roads (interstate), and they in turn by the greater systems. So, 
that the danger of making rates, in so far as the State commis- 
sions are concerned no longer menace the railroads. True, traffic 
originating and ending in a State may be rendered unprofitable, 
but in the South tliere is no great volume of such traffic. 

And so the danger is not so much to them as to the people them- 
selves in the injury that may be done to enterprise and capital on 
other lines. There is no fact of modern industrial life more clear 
than that hostility or illiberality to capital invested in any legiti- 
mate industry will react with injury or discouragement to capi- 
tal invested or seeking investment in other industries. 

No State need lift up its voice for capital while its hands rest 
heavily upon that which it already has. Hard dealing and severe 
rulings against the immovable capital invested in railroads will 
not encourage manufacturing capital or enterprise upon any in* 
dustrial line. 

Besides, the railroads are the great promoters of industrial pro- 
gress in the South as they have been in the great West, and now 
are. They are spending nearly all the money and energy that is 
being spent to develop the resources of the South, and it requires 
no great comprehension to understand that they can work best 
and most effectively where fairly treated, and where friendly co- 
operation of heart, if not of hand, is frankly accorded. 

The time is propitious for an alliance in the South, offensive and 
defensive, between the people and the railroads. Nearly every great 
system now operating in the South, is largely identified with this 
section, and more or less dependent on it for business and success. 
In a peculiar and happy, as welj as f raughtf ul, sense, the railroads 
of the South are Southern to the core. And hence, hearty and lib- 
eral co-operation between them and the people, based on mutual in- 
terest and good feeling, will mean vast development of resources ; 
field, mines and industries; will mean increased ocean traffic to 
distant lands through Southern ports; will mean great industrial 
and commercial centers in a section especially blessed by soil and 
climate, as well as with resources of mines and forests; will mean 
an inter-oceanic canal that will concentrate in Southern ports and 
cities the vast commerce of this great country with South and 
Central America, and much of the distant Orient. This is a splen- 
did possibility that may become a more splendid reality. You gen- 
tlemen, in your official capacity and personal influence may do 
very much to insure this "consummation most devoutly to be 
wished.'^ 
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With becoming modesty I hope, certainly with the best inten- 
tions, I venture to warn you against 'Agreed of power." History 
teaches us that greed of power is usually, with honorable excep- 
tions, followed by abuse of power. TJhe meat upon which Caesar 
fed has produced similar results in all times. 

It is human nature to desire power, and more and more. It is 
more or less dangerous in every sphere of activity. Dickon's hun- 
gry boy, whose single word was *^More," finds his prototype 
throughout officialdom, and especially so in free America. 

Nearly every official in this vast country, from president to con- 
stable, wants more. Suppose for a moment each was gratified, 
can the imagination picture the result? 

It seems to me that the railroad commissions. State and Na- 
tional, have all the power that it would be wise or safe to bestow. 
In vindication of this position I appeal to the history of railroad 
development in this country. Their position already imposes vast 
duties and great responsibilities. More will bring reaction and 
collapse, or centralization. And therein lies the peril of it for 
the interstate commerce commission, and the State railroad com- 
missions were granted all they ask for; they might wake up some 
line morning to find "their occupations gone," either by the re- 
action of public sentiment, or by government ownership. 

In either case the commissions will pay the penalty of over- 
reaching; and in the latter case a mighty step in centralization will 
have been taken, the consequences of which it were appalling to 
-contemplate. And besides,, government by commissions will not 
likely be more popular than so-called government by injunction, of 
which we have made notice. 

The homely proverb, gentlemen, is pertinent in this connection, 
i. e., "Let well enough alone." 

Gentlemen, the railroad interest of this country is vast and 
complicated beyond that of any the world has every known. It 
-covers an empire unequalled in resources, in variety of climate and 
productions, minerals and forestry. It is a country that produces 
everything that is required by mankind. Its interests are the 
most numerous, the most varied, the most intricate in their rela- 
i:ions, the most mammoth in volume, and the most valuable in the 
wide world. 

The railroad interest serves all — and so stupendous is the ser- 
vice, so vast and varied, so intricate and complex, so conflicting 
:and different, so sensitive and exacting the interests served, that 
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no man or given set of men can comprehend its infinite details, its- 
marvelous web and woof. 

To concentrate its management in a commission^ or in the Gov- 
ernment, as the experience of continental Europe illustrates,, 
would be to impair and cripple, while the public interests suflfer,. 
and is objectionable in many ways. It is impracticable. So leave the 
railroads as they are, to their own management under the more 
or less wise regulative legislation by commissions as now devel- 
oped, with final appeal to the United States Supreme Court — a 
body removed from the temptations of office and the pressure of 
popular clamor and prejudice. 

Gentlemen, the railroads in this country are now between the 
upper and nether millstones. They are restricted" and regulated 
by commissions. State and National, on the one hand, and embar- 
rassed and burdened by liability for damages, legislation, and 
popular prejudice, inflamed by demagogues on the other. No- 
matter which way they turn, a wall arises, either of law or preju- 
dice, and they have not the privilege enjoyed by the politicians on 
occasion, of "taking to the woods." They must face the music and 
dance. So leave them the courts — a last refuge for justice, and 
the sole remaining bulwark that stands between corporate and 
government ownership. 

I submit that the time has come for the commissions, State and 
National, to rise to the full height of the great argument, and 
stand as tribunals dispensing justice, with broad conceptions of 
the interests involved, to both the railroads and the people. Be 
just, though the heavens fall. Stand for the right as it may ap- 
pear at the time, whether it be on the side of the people or the 
railroads. It is difficult to determine which oftenest succeedSy 
the right or the wrong, or how long a time it takes for a right to be- 
come a wrong, or a wrong to become a right, but all that is required 
of any man, or set of men^ is to do right as he or they see it at the 
time. The rule that governs in the relations between man and 
man is the proper one between the people and the railroads. 

Communities and States, like individuals, rarely profit by the 
past, by the experience of others. Experience, that greatest of 
schools, is least honored in the world it enriches. But for the 
recouping powers of the Anglo-Saxon when mistakes are made, we 
might despair at times of the republic. But we do learn some 
things, and we may learn more, stubborn and selfish though we be. 
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We have learned that two wrongs do not make a right, nor two 
evils a good. And so we may learn that it is not wise to attempt 
the control of corporations whose sphere and development is 
necessarily limited, though that limit be broad, by creating a 
power that will be superior to courts and peoplje alike, and drive 
this government into centralization — a government of the masses 
by the classes. 

I appeal to you representative men of the South to rebuke the 
spirit of greed of power wherever it appears. Look well down the 
vista of the years to be, before you endorse policies that may 
meaU' revolution — for States may revolutionize into oligarchy as 
well as republics. 

I believe that commissions to regulate interstate and State 
commerce may prove blessings alike to railroads and people. I 
recognize that this is already so in many States, and that good 
has been accomplished by the National as well as the State com- 
missions. 

Let the commissions. State and National, be content to stand 
next to, not above the courts, and all may be well. But the courts 
must stand unimpaired. 

May we not indulge the hope that the able and representative 
railroad commissions of the South will set the great example of 
prudence with patriotism, and liberality with justice? That they 
will be content with reasonable powers; that they will exercise 
power with prudence and fairness. And above all, that they will 
teach our people, the noblest and strongest of all the Anglo-Saxon 
branches, both by precept and example, the duty and the wisdom 
of good-will and co-operation of the people and the railroads, on 
the lines of recognized rights and mutual interest, to the end of 
prosperity and power for this wondrous Southland — the fairest 
and most fruitful in the world. 

Now, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, I want to thank you for 
the courtesy that you have shown me on this occasion, again, and 
for the very kind attention you have given me, and I want to as- 
sure you personally, that there is not one prejudice in my heart 
against you and your association. 

The Secretary: I move that Col. Gates be requested to furnish 
a copy of his address to this Convention, and we would like to 
have it filed for publication. 

Col. Gates: I will be pleased to grant the request. 
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Mr. Baptist: I would like to amend that by extending the 
thanks of the Convention to Col. Gates. 

The amendment was accepted. 

The motion was seconded and carried. 

Col. Gates: Gentlemen, I thank you for the honor. 

The Secretary: I received a telegram this morning from Hon. 
Cicero J. Lindley, the President of the National Convention of 
Railway Commissioners. It is as follows: 

Greenville, Ills., September 10, 1901. 
John A. W^bb, Secretary, 

Asheville, N. C. 
Just returned from Europe. Would have been with you had I 
been home. Success to your Association. I am with you in spirit, 
if not in person. 

CICERO J. LINDLEY. 

The Chairman: The first thing this morning is the report and 
discussion of the committee on grade crossings. 

Mr. Story: Mr. Chairman, I have a report made to the rail- 
road commission of Texas on that subject, and as it seems to me 
to be a new question in Texas, and while I have nothing to say on 
the subject myself, if permitted, I would like to have that report 
read. 

The Chairman: What is the pleasure of the association? If 
there is no objection the paper will be read* 

Mr. Williams: There is nothing that has happened in this 
country since I can remember that has shocked the people 
throughout the United States, as has the act of that assassin who 
attempted to take the life of President McKinley, and it strikes 
me with strange force, that there should be any sentiment that 
would attempt to uphold and endorse the acts of such a culprit. 
Your committee appointed to draft, suitable resolutions denounc- 
ing the foul act, is now ready to report, and I will read the reso- 
lution they propose to offer. 

The committee, through Mr. Williams, reported the following 
preamble and resolutions, which were unanimously adopted: 

Whereas, On Friday, September 6, 1901, a cruel and diabolical 
assault was made on the President of the United States at Buf- 
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falo, New York, by an anarchist of foreign descept, with the de- 
liberate purpose of muirdering him, therefore 

Resolved, By the Railroad Commissioners of the Southern 
States, in convention assembled at Battery Park Hotel, A8he> 
ville, North Carolina, that we unanimously condemn and denounce 
the criminal and the crime, and tender to our President the sin- 
cere sympathy of this association, and through them the sym- 
pathy of every respectable person in our section of the country, 
and congratulate the common country that the South has no safe 
abiding place for such criminals and anarchists. 

Be it further Resolved, That in our opinion the Congress should, 
without delay, pass such laws as it may be authorized to do, mak- 
ing it a felony, punishable with deportation or imprisonment at 
hard labor for persons to assemble in any State of the Union for 
the purpose of discussing and proclaiming sentiments of anarchy 
and conspiracy against our form of government. 

C. C. McCHORD, Chairman, 
THOS. L. WILLIAMS, 
SAM. L. ROGERS. 

The Chairman: What will you do with the report? 

Mr. Baptist: I move its unanimous adoption. 

The motion was seconded, and carried. And the resolution was 
unanimously adopted. 

The Chairman: We are under the head of miscellaneous busi- 
ness. Is there anything further? 

Judge Story: I want to ask whether any of the States rep- 
resented here have had any trouble as to what constitutes inter* 
state shipments? That is, the difference between State and inter* 
state shipments. We have had some trouble in our State on that 
subject, and if it is a question that this convention feels interested 
in, I would like to hear it discussed some, and have prepared a 
paper which I will read, if the convention will allow me. 

It occurs to !me that it is a most interesting question to deter- 
mine. There have been a great many decisions in the Federal 
courts and in the Supreme Courts, which I believe are not satis- 
factory, and then they differ widely, and I have prepared this pa* 
per on the subject with a view of expressing the opinions I hold, 
and of trying to get ourselves straight on the subject. 

Mr. President and Gentlemen of the Convention: Mr. Justice 
Bradley, of the U. S. Supreme Court, in the case of Coe v. Errol^ 
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116 U. S. Rep., said: "The point of time when State jurisdiction 
over the commodities of commerce begins arid ends, is not an 
easy matter to designate or define, and yet it is highly important, 
both to the shipper and to the State, that it should be clearly de- 
fined so as to avoid all ambiguity or question." 

An erroneous decision may deprive a State of its right to tax 
a commodity within its borders, forming a part of the general 
mass of its taxable property. It may deprive the shipper of his 
right to determine for himself the transportation of his property 
in a way best suited to his own interest, and to determine for 
himself when his shipment shall start on its final and continuous 
voyage to its final destination beyond the limits of his State, or 
it may deprive a carrier of revenue to T^^hich it is legally entitled. 
Whether or not a shipment is intrastate or interstate commerce 
is often a question of dispute, and in various forms such questions 
are brought before railroad commissions and other courts for con- 
sideration, and the decisions are by no means harmonious, and in 
my judgment sometimes erroneous. And I am often asked, "Can 
the railroad commission of Texas maintain its position, and en- 
force the observance of its rates on cotton, oats and other com- 
modities shipped from Texas points to Galveston and other Texas 
ports on bills of lading, naming such ports as the final destination 
of the shipment, when it is well Imown that such shipments are 
intended to be reshipped from the Texas port to some other State 
or foreign country?" Or, in other words, will the courts hold that 
such shipments, so billed to Galveston from interior points in 
Texas, are State commerce, and subject to the rates fixed by the 
commission, or, are they interstate commerce, and therefore not 
subject to the laws of Texas, and the rates fixed by the commis- 
sion for the haul to Galveston or other Texas ports named in the 
bill of lading? It is often the case that the line originating an 
interstate shipment secjires a better division of the through rate, 
and therefore more revenue, than it w^ould have received for the 
same service rendered had the shipment been a local intrastate 
shipment subject to the rates fixed by the railroad commission of 
the State or other local authorities, and it is also sometimes the 
case that the delivering line secures a better division out of a 
through interstate shipment than it could get for the same ser- 
vice it performed had its haul been a local one subject to the local 
State rates. Hence, the efforts of railway companies to look to 
the probable future intention of the shipper, rather than to the 
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contract as set out in the bill of lading under which the railway 
company has contracted for the services to be rendered. 

I have given this question much thought, and am aware that 
there is a diversity of opinions on the subject, but I have no hesi- 
tation in saying that when, this exact question shall have been con- 
sidered by our Supreme Court, where the bill of lading contains 
in it nothing to show an intention to proceed with the shipment 
beyond the Texas port or State line^ the decision must be that 
the shipment is State, and interstate commerce, and that the 
freight rates fixed by the commission must be applied to all such 
shipments. 

In opposition to this view a very able railroad attorney has re- 
ferred me to the cases of the State of Texas v. Ry. Co., 44 S. W. 
Rep., 542, and State of Texas v. Ry. Co., 49 S. W. Rep., 252, de- 
cided by the Court of Civil Appeals at Austin, Texas, and in both 
of these cases I admit that the judgment of the court was against 
the State and opposed to the views I express, and in direct oppo- 
sition to the position taken by the railroad commission of Texas, 
no appeal to the Supreme Court was perfected, and we therefore 
have no decision by that court of final resort which can be said to 
determine the question. It is true that the case of the Houston 
Direct Navigation Co. v. Insurance Co., 89 Texas, page 1, is relied 
on to support said opinions delivered by the Court of Civil Ap- 
peals. But certainly, in a direct proceeding in court, where the 
contest is between a shipper and a railway company, or in case of 
a prosecution by the State, like the case above referred to in the 
49th S. W. Reporter, the case in the 89th Texas Report is not 
authority for holding that a shipment, shown by the bill of lading 
to be wholly within a State, is in fact an interstate shipment by 
evidence outside of the bill of lading. 

I submit the following propositions: 

1. Common carriers are required to execute and deliver to ship- 
pers bills of lading for the goods they ship, and to deliver the 
goods to the consignee at the destination named in the bill of 
lading, and a refusal to issue such a bill of lading when demanded, 
and to so carry and deliver the goods at the destination named in 
the bill of lading, subjects the carrier to heavy penalties. R. S. 
Art. 322, 321, and 4496. Hutchinson on Carriers, sec. 120. 

2. The bills of lading are both receipts and contracts. As an 
acknowledgement of the delivery and acceptance of the goods by 
the carrier they are receipts, and as to the rest they are contracts, 
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and are intended to evidence the true intent of the transaction be- 
tween the parties. Hutchinson on Carriers, sec. 120, 122. 

3. "Except, however, in the recital or acknowledgment, of the- • 
receipt of the goods, and of their quantity and condition when re- 
ceived, bills of lading are strictly written contracts between the 
parties, and come within the general rule which prohibits the in- 
troduction of parole evidence to contradict or vary such con- 
tracts. . . . The bill of lading "is the final repository and 
sole evidence of the agreement between the parties." See Hutch- 
inson on Carriers, sec. 126, 126a, and authorities cited in Notes 1 
and 2. 

4. As the liability of the carrier can not be extended so as to- 
compel the delivery of the goods at a point beyond that named 
in the bill of lading, neither can the liability of the shipper be 
enlarged so as to compel him to pay for services so rendered with- 
out his consent. In either case the bill of lading must measure 
the rights and liability of the parties thereto. Hutchinson on 
Carriers, sec. 126, Menow v. Sylnor, 29 Texas, 262. Conrad & 
Fable v. Huflf & Brook, 58 Texas, 209. Lst. App. C. 441, 789. 

5. A shipper has the right to route his shipment, and a failure 
to observe his routing renders the carrier liable for damages.^ 
Inman v. St. L. S. W. By. Co., 14 Texas, C. C. App., 39. E. S. Art. 
4496, Texas. 

6. A shipper has the right to determine for himself when and 
at what point his shipment shall start on its voyage to another 
State or foreign port, and to demand or receive a strictly local 
bill of lading from one station in Texas to another, assuming all 
the cost justly chargeable to him in such cases, even though he- 
contemplates ultimately to ship the goods out of the State from 
the destination named in the local bill of lading received or de- 
manded by him. 

It is well known that in carload shipments the loading and un- 
loading of the car is done at the cost of the shipper, and this ex- 
tra unloading and reloading at this local destination in Texas he 
has the right to tax himself with in his effort to secure, in the long 
run, any real or imaginary benefits to be derived from such h 
course of business. 

I am aware that the case of Cutting v. Florida, 46 Fed. Bep., 
page 641, and the case of the Daniel Ball, 10 Wall., 557, and Coe 
v. Errol, 116 U. S. B., 517, and other cases which say in substance 
that when a shipment starts on its outbound voyage it is inter- 
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state from starting point to destination. But we think a careful 
reading of all such cases will show in every. case that there was 
no strictly local bill issued or demanded. For instance, in the 
orange shipment case in 46 Fed. Rep., 641, it was made known 
in the demand for the local bill of lading that there was to be no 
unloading of the car of oranges at Callahan, Florida, but the 
car itself was to be switched to its connections and proceed on its 
outward journey under a new billing, or, in other words, the 
shipper sought the benefits of the local rates without assuming 
the extra cost of unloading and reloading, and at the same time 
claimed the extra switching and use of the through car over the 
local roads connections to market outside of the State of Florida, 
and this we think is a sample of the cases generally referred to to 
sustain the views we are combating, etc. 

This case of Cutting v. Florida, like many others, seems not to 
have been decided on a construction of the contract (B. L.) between 
the carrier and shipper, but other and outside facts seems to have 
been admitted to control the decision. If that fruit car belonged 
to the railway company instead of the fruit shipper, the service 
was at an end when it reached the destination, Callahan, named in 
the bill of lading, and the carrier had the right to require the re- 
lease of the car. If, however, before it was unloaded, the car was 
re-consigned by authority of the shipper to a point out of the 
State, thereby changing the destination before delivery to the 
consignee at Callahan, the shipment thereby became interstate 
from point of origin, and the contract enlarged not by the arbi- 
trary act of one of the contracting parties, but by the agreement 
between them to thus extend the contract. 

If, however, the car did not belong to a railway company, but 
belonged to the fruit company or shipper, as is often the case, the 
railway company had no further rights in the matter. When the 
car was delivered at Callahan its liability ceased, and it was no 
concern of the carrier whether it was ever unloaded or not. ^ The 
shipper had the right to re-ship it under a new bill of lading to any 
other point, and it mattered not 'whether that point was in or out 
of Florida; from that point it was a new shipment under a new 
contract, and if to a point out of the State, the interstate ship- 
ment and commerce there for the first time began. There was no 
legal power to compel the shipper or force the carrier under the 
bill of lading to forward the car to any other point, either in or out 
of the State, until a contract and bill of lading was prepared and 
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signed up. I am a;ware that Judge Pardee in this case refers to* 
sex^tion seven (7) of the interstate commerce act in support of that 
opinion. That section reads: *^S^c. 7 — That it shall be unlawful 
for any common carrier subject to the provisions of this act to en- 
ter into any combination, contract or agreement, expressed or im- 
plied, to prevent, by change of time schedule, carriage in different 
cars, or by other means or devices, the carriage of freights from 
being continuous from the place of shipment to the place of des- 
tination; and no break of bulk, stoppage or interruption made by 
such common carrier shall prevent the carriage of freights from 
being, and being treated as one of continuous carriage from the 
place of shipment to the place of destination, unless such breaks,, 
stoppage, or interruption, was made in good faith for some neces- 
sary purpose and without any intention to avoid or unnecessarily 
interrupt such continuous carriage or to evade any of the pro- 
visions of this Act." This section of the law is emphatically for 
the protection of the shipper and is a prohibition against the car- 
rier and to prevent combinations, contracts or agreements made 
between carriers, against the shipper to defeat his right to a 
through interstate shipment when he has by his bill of lading con- 
tracted for the through shipment. Let us analyze this section. It 
will be seen that the acts enumerated are "by change of time sched- 
ule, carriage in different cars, or by other means or devices.'' These 
enumerated acts are all alone within the control of the railway 
company, and it is the "carrier" who is forbidden to defeat the 
right of the shipper under his contract as expressed in his bill of 
lading. The United States has no interest whatever in the mat- 
ter; no government interest to subserve except to protect the par- 
ties to the contract in their right under the contract, and in thi» 
case as in others, the effort is to protect the weak against the 
strong by requiring the strong and powerful corporation to ob- 
serve the written contract it has made with the shipper. I don't 
believe the section quoted has any proper place in the opinion ren- 
dered by the court in the Florida case. 

The case of Daniel Ball, 10 WaU, page 564, the question was not 
whether any particular shipment was interstate or not, but wheth- 
er or not the boat was engaged in interstate transportation not- 
withstanding the fact that it plied only between points within the 
State of Michigan. It was a libel suit against the boat. There 
was no dispute about the fact that it frequently transported 
goods brought to and coming from other States. In fact this 
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was admitted, and the court said that "Whenever a commodity 
has begun to move as an article of trade from one St^te to an- 
other, commerce in that commodity between the States has com- 
menced." But there was no dispute in that case about local bill- 
ing, or at what point the movepoient from one State to the other 
begun. So in my judgment that case c^n ;not be cited to sustain 
either of the cases decided by our court of Civil Appeals, herein- 
after discussed. 

"Nov is the opinion in the case, of Coe v. Errol, 116 U. S. Rep., 
p. 517, authority to sustain our Court of Civil Appeals. That was- 
a case of taxation of logs in New Hampshire, floated down to but 
not loaded on a railroad for shipment to another State. If they 
were interstate commerce they were not subject to taxation by 
New Hampshire. If not interstate commerce they were liable,, 
and the Supreme Court of the United States held that they were 
not interstate commerce, and said: "There must be a point of 
time when they cease to be governed exclusively by the domestic 
law and begin to be governed and protected by the National law 
of commercial regulation. . . . Nor is exportation begun until 
they are committed to the common carrier for transportation 
out of the State to the State of their destination, or have started 
on their ultimate passage to that Sate. . . . Though intended 
for export they may never be exported. The owner has a perfect 
right to change his mind, and until actually put in motion for some 
place out of the State, or committed to the custody of a carrier for 
transportation to such place, why may they not be regarded as 
still remaining of the general mass of property in the State?' 
. . . Goods do not cease to be part of the general mass of 
property in the State, subject as such to its jurisdiction . . . 
until they have shipped ox entered with a common carrier for 
transportation to another State, or haive been started upon such 
transportation in a continuous route or journey. . . . Until 
shipped or started on its final journey out of the State, its exporta- 
tion is a matter altogether in fleriy and not at all a fixed or cer- 
tain thing." 

Let me here state that there is no law requiring* uniformity in> 
interstate or foreign freight rates, hence we have almost a con- 
tinual rate war between the various transportation lines entering- 
Texas, and this is true on outgoing as well as incoming freights. 
No man can say he knows what the rates will be from Texas to- 
St. Louis, Chicago, Baltimore, New Yorfc^ or Liverpool, six days^ 
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ahead, as under the Acts of Congress any line can lower its inter- 
state rates at any time by giving to the interstate commerce com- 
mission three days notice, nor is any other line required to meet 
such reduced rates, if they do not choose to do so. Hence, I say 
there is neither uniformity nor stability in interstate or foreign 
freight rates. . And again, on a through shipment from Texas to 
St. Louis, Chicago, New York, or any other point outside of Texas, 
where the shipment has to pass over two or more lines, no connect- 
ing line over which the shipment passes can be compelled to ac- 
cept a division of the through rate less than its local rate for the 
haul made by it, unless it has contracted with the connecting lines 
to do so, and I therefore lay down my 

SEVENTH PROPOSITION. 

y As no carrier, over whose line an interstate shipment is made, 
<?an be compelled against its will to accept less than its local rates 
for the services rendered by it, neither can a shipper be compelled 
to accept a through bill of lading instead of a local bill of lading 
to Galveston from other points in Texas, and waive his right to 
there take out a new bill to some other point, say New Orleans, 
and there again reship to New York, all by rail if he so desires, 
paying the legal rates for each shipment, and no power on earth 
has the legal right to prevent it, and should never have, however 
expensive the luxury may prove to be. 

One other proposition before I discuss the merits of the three 
Texas cases hereinbefore referred to: 

EIGHTH PROPOSITION. 

A shipment becomes interstate commerce when it passes from 
the control of the shipper into the hands of the carrier for a con- 
tinuous voyage to its destination outside of the State, and the 
best evidence of the character of the shipment, and in fact the 
only evidence which can not be denied, added to, or taken from, 
to show its character, is the unambiguous bill of lading. See au- 
thorities above cited. 

The case of the Houston Direct Navigation Co. v. Insurance Co., 
8J> Texas, pages 1-10, is a case where cotton was transported on a 
barge from Houston down the bayou to Galveston, and then a part 
of the cargo was delivered to the Mallory line of steamships for 
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transportation to New York and Liverpool. Before all the cotton 
was transferred from the barge to the Mallory steamship a fire 
broke out on the barge, and a lot of the cotton was burned up. 
The insurance company paid the insurance and then sued the Hous- 
ton Direct Navigation Company for something over |1,600 loss. 
In the bill of lading was a clause that in case of loss by fire the 
carrier was not to be held liable for the loss, and this clause was 
plead by the carrier in defense. In reply, the insurance company 
plead that the shipment was a local shipment and not interstate 
commerce, and therefore the carrier could not limit its liability by 
such a contract, as such limitation is prohibited by the laws of 
Texas. B. S., Art. 320. The Supreme Court held in that case that 
the cotton was interstate commerce from the time it left Houstop. 
But the distinguished jurist who delivered the opinion also said 
that it was shipped to Galveston from Houston on a local bill of 
lading. A careful reading of that opinion, and the bill of lading 
quoted in the opinion does not in the least contradict the position 
we have taken in this paper. And yet I think the opinion goes too 
far and has misled the Court of Civel Appeals of Texas as shown 
by the decisions of that court hereinafter referred to. 

The bill of lading appears to have been a local one from Hous- 
ton to Galveston, and the court so states, where every liability of 
that carrier ceased. That bill of lading, I take it, had to be sur- 
rendered at Galveston, and a new bill of lading given by another 
carrier, in no wise connected with the local shipment, and under 
this new interstate bill of lading the responsibilities of the car- 
rier for an interstate shipment for the first time attached, or in 
other words, ^f or the first time is there an existing contract bind- 
ing alike upon the shipper and carrier for a continuous voyage 
from a Texas point to a point without the State, and I contend 
that without a contract expressed or implied, no continuous voy- 
age is begun and no interstate shipment can be made, and as here- 
inbefore stated in the language of Hutchinson, on Carriers, "The 
bill of lading is the final repository and sole evidence of the agree- 
ment between the parties," and is the only contract between the 
shipper and carrier, and it being in writing must be judged by its 
own terms, and if not ambiguous no other testimony can be con- 
sidered to change or explain its meaning or to extend the liability 
of the shipper or the rights of the carrier. 

The bill of lading as quoted by Judge Brown in the 89 Texas 
Eep., says: "It is understood and expressly stipulated that the 
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liabilitj of the Houston Direct Navigation Company shall cease 
upon delivery to the next connecting line, and that the said Hous- 
ton Direct Navigation Company, and its connections, which re- 
<:eives and transports the said property shall not be liable for 
loss by fire. . . . The cotton under this bill of lading is to be 
transported to the depots or the landing of the steamboats of for- 
warding lines at the point receipted to for delivery. It is further 
agreed in case of any loss or damage that company alone shall be 
answerable therefor in whose actual custody the same may be at 
the time of the happening of such loss. This contract is executed 
and accepted, and the liability of the Houston Direct Navigation 
Company terminates on the delivery of the cotton to the Mallory 
line at Galveston, when the liability of such Mallory line com- 
mences and not before." 

In construing the bill of lading the court said on page 7 of the 
opinion : "The bill of lading upon its face shows that the Naviga- 
tion Company was to deliver the cotton to the Mallory line at Gal- 
veston, at which time the liability of the Navigation Company 
should cease, and that of the Mallory line should attach. There 
<jan be no doubt that the destination at the time of the delivery to 
the Navigation Company was fixed and determined, and the point 
at which it was destined for final delivery was beyond the limits 
of this State. It was equally clear from the bill of lading and 
other testimony that a continuous voyage was contemplated and 
the trip between Houston and Galveston was simply a part of the 
voyage. Upon this state of facts the cotton would undoubtedly 
come within the rule . . . and be classed as interstate com- 
merce." 

It is thus seen that the learned judge reached his conclusion by 
an inspection of the bill of lading, and not from any evidence to 
-contradict or vary its terms. My objection to this decision is this: 
The Mallory line was no party to the contract as expressed in the 
bill of lading quoted by the court. Nor did the bill of lading show 
any contract with any carrier for a through carriage to an inter- 
fjtate or foreign port. Let us suppose, for instance, that the Mal- 
lory line for some reason had refused to accept the shipment, or 
that the shipper had disposed of the cotton at Galveston, and had 
never proceeded on its voyage, could the shipment have been 
rightfully held to have been an interstate shipment in absence of 
any contract binding some one to transport this cotton beyond the 
State line? Must there not be a contract expressed or implied be- 
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tween the shipper and the carxier for the continuous voyage, and 
a delivery of the freight to the carrier under, that contract l>ef ore 
the shipment becomes interstate commerce? The mere desire pf 
the shipper to make such a contract in the future with some other 
carrier can not of itself make it interstate commerce. Nor can 
the interest and desire of the carrier to extend the shipment be- 
yond the destination named in the contract or bill of lading make 
the shipment interstate or foreign commerce. 

If courts would draw their conclusions from the written con- 
tracts as set out in the bills of lading the rules of evidence applica- 
ble thereto would make this vexed question easy of solution.. 
Every one would get his rights according to his contract. 

Now, let us examine the cases decided by our Texas Court of 
Civil Appeals at Austin, which are cited and relied upon by those 
holding contrary views to those we have announced. 

The first case is the State v. the G. C. & S. F. Ry. Co., 44 S. W. 
Rep., page 542. This was a case in which there was no bill of lad' 
ing issued. Long & Co. had over 4,000 sheep at San Angelo, which 
they desired to ship to Chicago, and applied to the railway com- 
pany for cars. But before the cars were received, they counter- 
manded that order and applied for the cars to ship the sheep from 
San Angelo to Fort Worth. The railway company, through its^ 
agent refused to furnish the cars for the local shipment because 
he was satisfied that it was the intention of the shipper to reship- 
the sheep from Fort Worth, over some other line, to Chicago, out 
of which the G. C. & S. F. Ry. would get no division, but only pay 
for its local haul at commission rates from San Angelo to Fort 
Worth, which was less than the division that it would get out of 
the through shipment from San Angelo over its connections un- 
der its then agreements with its connecting lines. After some 
hours of dispute about it. Long & Co. accepted the conditions de- 
manded by the company, and shipped out over the G. C. & S. F. 
and its connections to Chicago or Kansas City. A suit was^ 
brought in the name of the State at the instance of the railroad 
commission for the penalties prescribed by law for extortion and 
violation of tariff rates. R. S. Art., 4573. The case was tried by 
the District Court without a jury, and a judgment rendered in- 
favor of the railway company, holding that as it was the inten- 
tion of the shipper, after reaching Fort Worth, to reship to Chi- 
cago, the sheep would have been interstate commerce from the- 
time they left San Angelo, notwithstanding the local shipment to 
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Port Worth. An appeal was taken to the court of civil appeals 
and that court affirmed the judgment of the District Court and 
cited the case of the Houston Direct Navigation Co. v. Insurance 
Co., as having settled the question. 

The case of the State v. The Southern Kansas Ry. Co., in 49 S. 
W. Rep., page 252, was a case where a merchant at Miami, Texas, 
on the S. K. Ry., contracted with a coal merchant at Panhandle, 
Texas, for car of coal to be delivered f . o. b. on S. K. Ry. at iPan- 
handle, which then ran from Panhandle in a northeastern direc- 
tion through Miami to Kansas. At the time the coal should have 
been shipped the coal merchant at Panhandle had no coal in his 
bins at Panhandle. He thereupon ordered a car of coal from Colo- 
rado, billed to himself at Panhandle. This car of coal was un- 
loaded at Panhahdle and transferred to another car, and a new 
bill of lading made to the merchant at Miami, the vendor paying 
the freight to Panhandle, thereby putting the coal f. o. b. on the 
S. K. Ry. on arrival of the car at Miami. The S. K. Ry. Co. de- 
manded and collected from the Miami merchant a greater freight 
rate than the local rate fixed by the commission for the haul on 
that road from Panhandle to Miami. Believing this to be a case 
of extortion under the laws of Texas, at the instance of the rail- 
road (commission, the attorney general brought suit in the Dis- 
trict Court of Travis county for the penalty prescribed by law in 
cases of extortion. The District Court held that the shipment 
was interstate commerce, and entered judgment against the State, 
from which the State appealed to the Court of Civil Appeals^ and 
that court affirmed the judgment of the lower court and cited for 
authority its former decision in the case in 44th S. W. Reporter, 
and also by inference to the Supreme Court case in 89th Texas, 
hereinafter discussed. By an oversight no appeal waa taken in 
either case to the Supreme Court. 

It will thus be seen that in these two cases, decided by the 
same court of Civil Appeals, and the opinion delivered by the 
same Associate Justice, the decisions were adverse to the views 
of the railroad commission of Texas. In the first case a local 
shipment, and a local bill of lading was refused, and therefore no 
local haul was made and the shipper was compelled to submit to 
the dictation of the railway company, the only one running be- 
tween San Angelo and Fort Worth, as to when and from what 
point his sheep should start on its interstate journey and pass be- 
yond his control, and virtually depriving him of his legal right to 
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determine for himself which of the eight routes by rail leading out 
from Fort Worth to Chicago he should ship over, if in fact he 
did not sell at Fort Worth as he testified he might do, and in all 
probability deprived him of cheaper transportation from Fort 
Worth to Chicago. Because it is a fact, well known to all ship- 
pers, and possibly judicially known to the courts that there is 
neither uniformity nor stability in interstate rates, and from and 
to railroad cei;iters like Fort Worth and Chicago, the competition 
between carriers is sharp and continuous; hence, we repeat as in 
our eighth proposition that "A shipment becomes interstate com- 
merce when it passes from the control of the shipper into the 
hands of the carrier for a continuous voyage to its destination out- 
side 6t the State,'' and not before, and in my judgment when the 
shippers, Long & Co., applied for cars to ship their 4,000 sheep from 
San Angelo to Fort Worth, the carrier, refusing to furnish the 
cars for the reasons given, was guilty of a violation of the laws 
of Texas, and should have been required to pay the penalty pre- 
scribed by our laws. To hold otherwise destroys the freedom of 
the shipper, and takes away from him one of the most valuable 
rights he possesses in his business, to avail himself of the cheap- 
est route to market, and when and from what point he will sur- 
render his right to control and direct his business in a manner to 
his mind the cheapest, most convenient and most satisfactory. 
Why should the laws of this country, as held by this court, say he 
has not the right to do it when the only beneficial effect to his op- 
ponent is to allow the carrier to speculate. on the through rate,, 
sell out the haul beyond Fort Worth to the line that will give it 
the greatest division out of the through rate, from San Angelo, 
where there is no competition to Chicago, instead of a cheaper 
through rate from Fort Worth, where there are eight lines to com- 
pete for it. This government should not become a guardian to 
thus protect a corporation in such acts of oppression, nor a tyrant 
to thus rob the citizen of his rights. 

In the other (coal) case, the shipment was interstate from the 
mine in Colorado to Panhandle, Texas, on the F. W. & D. C. By. 
The bill of lading was given by a railway company in Colorado, 
consigning the car of coal to the coal merchant at Panhandle, 
Texas, where it was unloaded and passed out of the control of all 
carriers, and into the control of the consignee, and interstate com- 
merce there ended. The bill of lading and contract with the rail- 
way company carried it no further. The freight rate necessarily 
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•ended with that billing. The rs^ilway company that gaye the bill 
of lading was a party to no other contract in that billing, but to 
deliver the coal at Panhandle. It required a new contract bill of 
lading to move it further, and that new contract was made be- 
tween different parties. No railway company or citizen outside 
-of this State was a party to the new contract as in the former 
case. It was a bill of lading given at Panhandle by the S. K. Ry. 
to the Mij^mi merchant for the shipment of coal from Panhandle, 
Texas, to Miami, Texas. The contract being that, the coal should 
be delivered F. O, B. at Panhandle, the consignee to pay the freight 
from Panhandle to Miami. And the court held that this was an 
interstate shipment from the time it left the coal mines in Colo- 
rado until it reached the last named destination at Miami, Texas. 
Thus the desire of the shipper, the Panhandle merchant, was sub- 
rstituted for the written contract, and controlled it. 

In my judgment if these opinions are allowed to stand unchal- 
lenged, there is no such thing as an intrastate shipment by a 
wholesale merchant in Texas. All of their goods are shipped into 
Texas from outside points, and when a car-load is reshipped by 
them to some customer in some other point in the State, it is still 
interstate, and not intrastate commerce. And so also if these 
cases are to stand as the settled law, all shipments of cotton, lum- 
ber, corn and oats, shipped from Texas points to Galveston on 
local bills of lading, and re-delivered to the shipper at that port, 
tind by him reshipped to some other State or foreign country, must 
necessarily be held to be interstate commerce from point of origin 
and not subject to the laws of Texas, leaving a very small fraction 
of the commerce of this State subject to the laws of this State, 
and her jurisdiction is defeated, and that, too, by a violation of 
the laws of evidence forbidding the introduction of parol evidence 
to contradict, vary and control written contracts, as set forth in 
Trills of lading. 

In this connection it is gratifying to the railroad commission of 
"Texas to learn that the merchant at Miami, in the coal shipping 
•case, sued the railway company for the penalties prescribed by our 
law for extortion, and recovered judgment, and the case was ap- 
pealed to the Court of Civil Appeals at Fort Worth, where the 
judgment was affirmed in an oral opinion, that court having sub- 
stantially held the same views, as in a former written opinion re- 
ported in the case of Ry. Co. v. Sherwood-Thompson Co., 84 Texas, 
page 125. That is a very able opinion by Judge Tarlton, of the 
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Court of Civil Appeals, 5th District, reviewing the whole subject. 
The bill of lading was very much like the one in the case of the 
Houston Direct Navigation Co. v. Insurance Co., 89 Texas, here- 
inbefore referred to with this exception. In this case, the con- 
sideration paid and inserted in the bill of lading was the through 
rate of $1.36 per 100 pounds from Greenville, Texas, to Liverpool, 
England, where, as in the case in 89th Texas, no through freight 
rate was paid or inserted in the bill of lading. In that regpect the 
contract in the bill of lading in the latter case was strictly local. 
In one case the contract and pay was for a local shipment from 
Houston to Galveston. In the other case the contract and pay 
was for a shipment to a foreign port. In one case the contract 
was strictly construed. In the other a contract for a local ship- 
ment with a clause to deliver either at landing or on a ship, which 
it was supposed would contract for a foreign ship, and give a 
through bill of lading was liberally construed to make the ship- 
ment interstate or f cTreign commerce. 

The same views expressed bv us are held by the interstate 
commerce commission in a case reported in Vol. 1, page 30, of its 
reports, and in Vol. 2, page 142 of its reports, when that commis- 
sion was composed of such distinguished jurists as Thos. M. 
Cooley, Wm. E. Morrison, and others. 

In the case of Stevens v The State of Ohio, 93 Fed. Rep., pages 
793-797, it was held that a shipment of a keg of beer from a brew- 
ery in Virginia to its agent in an Ohio local option district, and 
there taken charge of by the agent of this Virginia brewery, and 
conveyed by cart to the purchaser, was a sale of liquor in the pro- 
hibition district, because the interstate shipment ceased when the 
keg reached the depot station to which the bill of lading consigned 
it, to the agent of the brewing company, and that the transfer by 
the agent to the purchaser was no part of the interstate shipment,, 
and therefore was a violation of the Ohio law on the subject. 

Before I close this opinion it is proper to state that in the cases 
decided by the Court of Appeals at Austin, to which I have re- 
ferred, there was no assignment of errors on the admissibility of 
ofal evidence to contradict the written contract in the bill of 
lading. If there was any such evidence the record in those cases 
does not show that question to be before the Court of Appeals, and 
I can not doubt that the court will hold such evidence improper 
when that question is presented. What I contend for is that bill 
•of lading must determine the character of the shipment, and if the 
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shipper demands the right to make a local shipment, as in the 
Long & Co. sheep case^ he has the right to do it. And if he makea 
a local shipment, as in the coal case from Panhandle to Miami^ 
and the bill of lading so shows it to be local, and in no way con- 
nected by contract with a through shipment, then it should be so 
held to be local. 

EespectfuUy submitted, 

L. J. STORY, Commissioner. 

The Chairman: I would like to have a moment to speak to you* 
I understand that some of the members want to leave this after- 
noon. I think it would be well that we suspend the regular or- 
der of business and fix a time and place for the next regular ses- 
sion, and also to elect officers. 

Mr. Baptist: It occurs to me we will not finish the programme 
then. It is now after twelve o'clock. We can not get through 
with the entire programme. I move that we suspend the regular 
order of business as the President suggests. 

The motion was seconded and carried. 

And the regular order of business was suspended. 

Mr. Hanley: Now, Mr. Chairman, I move that the next meeting 
of this Association be fixed for the second Tuesday in October^ 
1902, and I move further, that Hot Springs, Arkansas, be selected 
as the place for that meeting. I desire to say that I reckon there 
is hardly any question that we have one of the finest resorts in the 
world at Hot Springs. There are fine hotel accommodations tiere, 
and I am satisfied that satisfactory arrangements can be made 
for reduced rates. I am satisfied that rates can be secured from 
the railroads to get there. There are two roads to Hot Springs, 
and I also want to say that I would consider it, Mr. President, a 
personal compliment to me if this body would agree unanimously 
to come to Hot Springs next year. I am the only member of my 
commission that is a member pf this convention, and I put my- 
self to some trouble and expense to come here, and I would like 
to have that compliment granted to my State and my commission, 
and I would accept it as a personal compliment to myself. 

The Chairman: Is there any other place suggested? 

Mr. Baptist: Put it on the second Tuesday in November. I 
doubt whether we can get accommodations there at the time. 

The Chairman: Is there any objections to the second Tuesday 
in October? 
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There were no objections, and the second Tuesday in October, 
1902, was elected as the date of the next meeting. 

The Secretary: The next thing will be the election of officers. 
I want to say that there has been a great deal of work done for 
this association gratuitously, work that 1 have no idea would 
be charged for. The stenographer, Mr. Barrow, has kindly con- 
sented to report the proceedings. He paid about $30.00 out of his 
own pocket last year, and it will be at least as much this year. 

The Chairman: I stiggest that the secretary be requested to 
get all these amounts, of the expense that has been incurred for 
association, and pro rated among the members of the commission, 
so that it won't be necessary to do it here to-day. 

Mr. McChord: I make a motion to that effect. 

The motion was seconded and carried. 

The Secretary: The next thing I find is the election of a 
president, vice-president and secretary for the next year. 

Mr. May: Mr. President, I desire to put in nomination for 
this position as president of this association, a gentlepian whose 
interest in the work of this association is unquestioned and whose 
ability will enable him to fill the position with honor to himself 
and credit to the association. I desire to nominate Mr. McOhord, 
of Kentucky. 

Mr. Foster: I second the nl>mination and move that the 
nominations be closed and that Mr. McChord be elected by ac- 
clamation. 

The Chairman: Is there any objection? Hearing none, I 
declare Mr. McChord unanimously elected, president of this asso- 
ciation for the next year. , 

The next thing is the election of a vice-president. 

Mr. Rogers: Mr. Chairman, it gives me great pleasure to place 
in nomination for vice-president of this association Mr. Baptist 
of Tennessee. 

The Chairman: Are there any other nominations? 

Mr. Rogers: 1 move the nominations be closed and Mr. Baptist 
be unanimously elected vice-president. 

Mr. May: I nominate Mr. Webb as secretary. The nomina- 
tion was seconded and Mr. Webb was unanimously elected. 

Mr. McChord: I move that Mr. Barrow be elected assistant 
secretary of the association. 

Mr. Hanley: I second the nomination and move that the 
nominations be closed and that Mr. Barrow be unanimously 
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elected assistant secretary of this association for the ensuing 
year. 

The motion was seconded and carried and Mr. Barrow was^ 
elected assistant secretary. 

Mr. Webb: I would lik^ for the association to define a little 
more clearly what shall constitute membership, and who we 
shall invite to these meetings. As secretary of the association 
1 did a good deal of correspondence for this association for 
jCapt. Mclnnis who began the movement which organized this^ 
body. Now we meet here for the purpose of interchanging views 
and conferring, and I think it is always well to have practical 
railroad people with us as we can get from them many ideas of 
value. I would like for the association to instruct me as to what 
shall be done. I have acted largely upon my own responsibility. 
Mr. Corwain was here on my invitation, and I thank you for ac- 
cording Mr. Corwain the privileges of the floor. I invited Mr. 
Hobart of the Railway Age, and Mr. Thonipson, of the Southern 
Railway, and I should* like to be informed as to who shall be in- 
vited. 

Mr. Baptist: I have noticed that the secretary and chairman 
have invited representatives from the various commercial 
bodies to be presnt and meet with us. I think that is exactly 
right. They will come here and give us valuable suggestions. 
I want to see representatives from the railroads here, and I would 
like for them to have the privileges of the floor when they come 
here to give us their ideas, and in that way we will be better in- 
formed. Now another thing, sir, I have noticed. We have only 
had two meetings so far; but I have noticed that the States of 
Alabama and Georgia and Virginia have not been represented 
at all, and more than that 1 have noticed that the States that 
are represented have sometimes had one or two commissioners. 
Now I would like to see every commissioner present appointed 
as a committee or authorized by the convention to correspond 
with those gentlemen and urge that they come to these meetings^ 
and take part in these discussions for the purpose of gathering 
information and acting in unity, I think we will accomplish but 
little unless everybody takes an interest. 

Mr. Corwain: I want to say, in responding to the kindly 
sentiments that have been expressed, for the association which 
T have the honor to represent, that they will be very glad to be 
represented at every meeting of this organization, not for the^ 
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purpose of participating to any great extent in the discussions, 
but for the purpose of conferring with you gentlemen. I would 
ask, if it be the sense of the meeting, that the secretary please 
mail me any publication of the association, and that he furnish 
me with a list of the different State organizations of this body to 
the end that I may write to them and ask them to furnish me 
such information as they may have from time to time, and that 
I, on the other hand, may send them any such matters as we find 
affecting these various questions, of freight classification, and in- 
terchange of freight between the States as may interest them. 
We may be able to speak on the uniform classification question, 
and we ask that sometime we be allowed to discuss this matter 
and that our discussion should not exceed ten minutes in length 
of time. 

Mr. Hanley: I am fully in sympathy with the ideas expressed 
by our friend Mr. Baptist. I would like very much to have all 
of the commercial and railroad interests represented, and I be- 
lieve it would be a good idea if eacfh of the State Bailroad Com- 
missioners entitled to be represented in our next meeting be 
authorized to invite the railroad representatives, which do 
business in their respective States, the commercial bodies, 
boards of trade and other organizations to send one repre- 
sentative, and then I would go a little further and give our sec- 
retary quite an amount of latitude in inviting the representatives 
of the various commercial bodies in the States of the Union deal- 
ing with the South. Invite them to send a representative to 
our meetings. I think by that means our meetings can be made 
of some practical benefit. T think in these meetings we ought to 
hear from both sides of every question that may be presented 
here. I was very highly entertained by the address of Mr. Gates, 
and I gathered my ideas from that, and 1 think we ought to hear 
all sides of every question and pass upon these questions as they 
are presented. 

I therefore make the motion that each commissioner be 
authorized to invite the commercial bodies and boards of trade 
to send representatives to our next meeting. 

Mr. Foster: I second the motion. 

Mr. Hanley: Another matter mentioned by Mr. Baptist that 
I think a good idea, that is that we urge all the commissioners 
of the various Southern States to meet with us. Those who 
have not done so I think we ought to try to get to come, but I 
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do not think we ought to follow them up at all. If they want to 
come let them c6me, but if they don't want to come then we can 
get along without them. 

Mr. Baptist: Mr. Hanley made a motion that all the railroad 
commissioners be authorized to invite representatives of the rail- 
roads and commercial bodies in their State to meet with us at 
the next convention. 

Mr. Williams: Does that include the representatives of the 
railroads that pass through the various States? 

Mr. Hanley : I think it ought to. 

The Chairman: Are you ready for the question? 

The motion was carried. 

Mr. Hanley: I think the next session ought to be a three 
days session. 

The Chairman: What is the further pleasure of the conven- 
tion? 

A motion to adjourn will be in order when the report of, the 
committee on grade 'crossings is read. 

Austin, Texas, August 31, 1901. 

To the Honorable Railroad Commission of Texas, Hon. John H. 
Reagan, Chairman, Austin, Texas. 

Dear Sirs: In accordance with your request I beg leave to 
address you the following remarks upon the subject of "Grade 
Crossings of Railways,'' with particular reference to that part of 
the recent act of the State Legislature relating to the mode and 
manner in which such crossings were to be effected at all points 
of intersection of railways hereafter, with existing railways, 
which must be prescribed by you. 

The act referred to was passed by the last, the 27th Legis- 
lature, and is published as chapter 89 of the general laws of said 
Legislature. It was approved by the Governor on April 15, 1901, 
and became effective ninety days after adjournment, i. e. on July 
9, 1901. It is entitled "An suci to authorize, require and empower 
the railroad commission of Texas, to regulate railways crossing 
each other; to provide for interlocking or other safety appliances 
or devices of equal security to prevent trains colliding at such 
crossings, etc." 

Section 1 of said act provides as follows: "That where it 
should become necessary for the track of one railroad company . 
to cross the track of another railroad company, it shall be the 
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<luty of the railroad conuuission of the State. of Texas to ascer- 
tain and define by its decree the mode of such crossings which will 
occasion the least probable injury upon the rights of the company 
owning the road which is intended^to be crossed; and if it should 
appear to the said coijimission that it is reasonable and practic- 
able to avoid a grade crossing, said commission shall by its order 
prevent the same." 

The law thus places the matter of the mode and manner in 
which all crossings of railway, hereafter to be built in the Stat^, 
are to be made entirely in the hands of your commission and no 
crossing can be made without your decree. Whether any Cross- 
ing is to be made at grade, or over or under is a matter which 
the facts in each case, to be ascertained by you, must determine. 
The act directs first, that the commission prescribe the mode of 
crossing; second, that it prescribe such mode of crossing as will 
occasion the least probable injury to the rights of the company 
owning the road to be crossed; an4 third, that it prescribe a 
non-grade crossing wherever it is reasonable or practicable to 
avoid a grade crossing. While the law gives the commission 
direct authority to prescribe the manner and mode of railway 
crossings, it indirectly gives it jurisdiction over the place of 
crossing, in that when it is ascertained from the facts of the 
case that it is practicable and reasonable to effect a non-grade 
crossing at some available point adjacent to the proposed point 
of crossing, that otherwise might be considered unreasonable or 
impracticable and one which will be less injurious to the rights 
of the company owning the crossing, such point of crossing can be 
recommended by the commission with the assurance that it will 
be adopted. 

It may be stated without fear of contradiction, that the non- 
grade mode of crossing, over or under, is the character of crossing 
that will in all cases least affect the rights of the railway com- 
pany already on the ground. This obtains by reason of the fact 
that it offers no obstruction to its traffic; nor endangers the lives 
of its passengers and employes; nor increases the expense of 
the operation of its trains and maintenance of its road bed. In 
the conduct of its affairs, to all intents and purposes, the crossing 
does not exist. While on the other hand, if there is a grade 
crossing, the traffic of the older line is obstructed and impede^; 
the lives of its employes and those of the public entrusted to its 
care are jeopardized by reason of the possibility of collision of 
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opposing trains and accidents at such crossing. Where protec- 
tion is had by interlocking device, the older company must bear 
in its expense of maintenance and operation, which has the effect 
of a tax upon it on account of such crossing. 

It can not be denied that "the railroad first upon the ground 
gains important rights by the fact of its presence and the iise 
of its line ought not to be lightly interfered with." Though it 
was undoubtedly the intention of the statute that established 
railways should be protected in the enjoyment of their rights 
and franchises, it was evidently noi: intended that it should have 
the effect of an obstacle to the building of new railways, which, 
have rights under the State Constitution to cross existing rail- 
ways. Section 1 of art. 10 of the Constitution declares, "that 
every railroad company shall have the right with its road to 
intersect, connect with or cross any railroad, .... under such 
regulations as shall be prescribed by law,'' and article 4440 of 
the revised statutes of 1895 provides "that such (railroad) cor- 
poration shall. have the right to cross, intersect, join and unite 
its railway with any other railway before constructed at any 
point on its road." 

From the above it is. seen that while the Constitution grants 
the right of one railway company to cross with its tracks the 
line of another railway company, it reserves the right to restrict 
it as to the manner, mode and place of such crossing which 
the recent act of the Legislature placed under your jurisdiction, 
directing that in all cases the rights of the existing company are 
to be respected as far as possible. 

Another potent argument in favor of non-grade crossings, im- 
plied but to which special attention is not called in the act, is the 
"avoidance of danger to life and property." The value of human 
lives can not be measured by dollars and cents. The question 
of cost should not be weighed against the lives of the passengers 
and the employes of railways. Wherever the track of two rail- 
ways cross each other on the same level there is an element of 
danger to the lives of persons and possibilities of accidents that 
can not be eliminated. Chairman Lindly, in an opinion of the 
Illinois railroad commission, says, "No ingenuity of man has yet 
found a device or appliance that will absolutely ^prevent all 
danger at grade crossings. However strict the rules and regu- 
lations thrown around employes and however much vigilance they 
may exercise, they have proven ineffectual to protect the lives 
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of the passengers and the employes themselves. The trainmen 
become accustomed to these grade crossings and look upon them 
as common affairs and trains run at higfi rates of speed over 
these crossings and fearful accidents have occurred. This is a 
matter of common experience." Continuing, the able chairman 
says: "Private inconvenience and cost must yield to public 
necessity and while the cost of an overhead crossing may be larger 
than a ^ade crossing, yet the protection to life and property 
requires it." 

A number of States have legislated upon this subject of "grade 
crossings of railways" and the captions of their several acts in* 
dicate that such legislation was in the interest of the safety of 
the lives and property of the public, rather than as protecting 
the rights of existing railway corporations. Viewed in this 
light, the whole question assumes a different phase, and the 
favoring or protecting one railway company against another, or 
the, other considerations of reasonableness or practicability be- 
come subservient and secondary. 

The execution and adjudication of the provisions of the laws 
that have been passed by the several States regulating the cross- 
ings of railways have been placed in the hands of the State rail- 
road commissions. The following are some, of the main texts 
of these laws, indicating in all cases the desirability of avoid- 
ing grade crossings. 

The law of South Carolina provides that "no railroad shall be 
. constructed to cross another railroad on the same level therewith, 
without the consent in writing of the railroad conmiission and 
in such naanner as they prescribe. 

The law of Kansas is "that when any railroad company desires 
to cross or unite its tracks with any other railroad, it shall make 
application to the railroad commission in writing. Shall have 
a hearing in regard to the necessity, place, manner and times 
of such crossing or connection .... and determipe whether 
tliere is a necessity for such crossing or not, and if so, the place 
thereof, whether or not it shall be over or under the existing 
railroad or at grade, and the terms upon which the same shall 
be made and maintained." 

The law of Maine declares that where one railroad desires to 
cross the line of another, such crossing shall be made, c.onstructed 
and maintained in such manner and under such conditions as 
shall be ordered by the railroad commission. 
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The law of Connecticut provides that "any railroad company 
may in the construction of its railroad, cross the railroad of 
any other company, or connect with same; and if it can not agree 
with such other railroad company as to such crossing or connect 
tion, the raili^oad commission may determine the place and man- 
ner of such crossing or connection; .... but no railroad com- 
pany shall cross any other railroad at grade, except for the 
purpose of connecting therewith, when the avoidance of a grade 
crossing is practicable, and the railroad commissioners shall be 
judges of the question of practicability/' 

The State of Illinois has perhaps the most judicious and effec- 
tive laws upon the construction and protection of railway cross- 
ings. Under the administration of her able boards of railroad 
commission, the enforcement and operation of these laws have 
been spiccessfully accomplished, and no State has made greater 
advance in the science of railway crossings and their protection. 
The statute on the subject of grade crossings of railways is as 
follows: "That hereafter any railroad company desiring to cross 
with its tracks the main line of another railroad company, shall 
construct a crossing at such place and in such manner as will not 
necessarily impede or endanger the travel or transportation upon 
the railway so crossed. If in any case objection be made to 
the place or mode of crossing proposed by the company desiring 
the same, either party may apply to the board of railroad and 
warehouse commissioners; and it shall be their duty to view the 
ground and give all parties interested an opportunity to be 
heard. After full investigation and with due regard to safety 
of life and property said board shall give decision prescribing 
the place where and the manner in which said crossing shall be 
made." 

The statutes of all States that have legislated upon the sub- 
ject, and the decisions and opinion of all boards of railroad 
commissioners and other tribunals, indicate that the non-grade 
mode of crossing where the lines of railways intersect each other, 
is to be preferred and even required in all cases where it is pos- 
sible or practicable. The fact that the elements of danger to 
life and property and the expense of impeding traffic at grade 
crossings, is obviated to a great extent and reduced to a mini- 
mum by the employment of interlocking and other safety appli- 
ances, is recognized by all; but such protection is only recom- 
mended after it has been thoroughly proven that the over or 
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under erossing is impracticable or unreasonable from whatever 
cause. 

The commissioner of railroads for the State of Michigan in his 
report for 1899 says: "The public appetite for separation of 
grades, at all possible places, has been whetted to the point of 
positive demand by the occurrence this year of several deplorable 
accidents which would have been avoided if the crossings had 
not been made at grade. The railroad crossing board early in 
the year took the position that all crossings of steam railroads 
should be made either overhead or underground where practic* 
able. . . . Primarily the position of the commissioners upon 
the question of grade separation seemed to be extreme and im- 
posed hardships. This was particularly true where roads had 
been planned and their promotion accomplished upon a basis of 
cheap crossings at grade, but there seemed to be no other way 
to impress upon the promoters an4 builders of railroads the ab- 
solute necessity of figuring upon the separation of grades than 
to inaugurate a consistent policy of absolute separation. With 
this in vogue it will nearly always be possible to find places for 
crossing that impose no great engineering obstacles or unusual 
cost. In the long run, from an economic standpoint, it is easy 
to demonstrate the wisdom of grade separation. There is ab- 
solutely no way to adequately protect life and property at rail- 
road crossings except by a separation of grades. Mechanical 
safety devices, no matter how perfect they may be, do not protect. 
Statistics show that about two-thirds as many, accidents occur 
at so-called "protected" crossings, as those which are not "pro- 
tected at all." 

The law recently, in effect, makes it incumbent upon your board 
to prescribe and decree a non-grade crossing at all points of 
future intersection of railways in this State, wherever it is reason- 
able or practicable to secure such crossing. The question of 
reasonableness or practicability is entirely at your decision. You 
will find that the chief factor that will be presented for your 
consideration, affecting the reasonableness of any case, will, be 
the usual greater cost of the non-grade over the grade crossing. 
The law implies that the entire cost of the construction of any 
crossing shall be borne by the company desiring the same. To 
force a new and possibly financially weak company to incur such 
an additional heavy expense, will appeal to your board as work- 
ing a hardship upon such company, to the apparent advantage 



/■ 



168 TWENTY-SECOND ANNUAL REPORT OF 

and greater benefit of the often more powerful and wealthier 
corporation and a conclusion to this effect will to a large extent 
be just. But in the light of all the conditions and requirements 
of the situation, and the bearing which your present decisions 
will have on the future of the railways of the State, is it advisable 
that you give much weight or consideration to this factor? If 
it is practicable to effect a non-grade crossing in any case at all, 
should the matter of cost be given very material consideration, 
unless the cost is determined to be so great as t6 virtually pro- 
hibit the construction of the crossing? Should not the ques- 
tion of practicability take precedence over the question of treason- 
ableness, when the latter involves mere cost? Eailways are built 
to serve the future rather than the present generations, and 
should not their welfare and the advantage to the future owners 
of the property, be given consideration over the present? It 
might be stated as a fact that the short lines built now, will 
ultimately become links in great trunk systetns. This is the 
history of the past. An over or under crossing can be made at 
the time the road is built, with far less cost and inconvenience 
than at any future time, for around such points of junction, 
towns will be built and the damages to land and adjacent prop- 
erty will be increased as they grow more valuable. 

As a matter of equity and justice, it would appear that the 
older railroad company owning the crossing should bear in the 
increased expense of the non-grade crossing over the grade cross- 
ing, especially when such difference' is very material and of 
sufficient amount to produce a doubt in the minds of the commis- 
sion as to the reasonableness of requiring the new company to 
incur such expense. While the statute implies that the new 
company is to bear all of the expense of such crossing, whether 
grade or non-grade, and no powers are given your board to effect 
an apportionment of such expense between the two companies, 
still as the older company can easily be brought to observe that 
as it will share to a greater extent, at first anyway in the benefits 
of a non-grade crossing, it should properly participate in its cost. 
In the event of a grade crossing the older company must, now or 
ultimately, share in the expense of maintaining and operating 
an interlocking plant at the crossing and it can contribute to 
the construction of a non-grade crossing an amount which this 
sum will capitalize. In almost every case, it might be said, this 
amount if subscribed by the older company, will so reduce the 
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cost of the crossing to the new company, as to make the 
question of same not appear unreasonable. 

If the commission would act^along the lines indicated above and 
in those extreme cases, .where the great cost of the non-grade 
crossing would affect your decision as to the reasonableness of 
requiring that the new company bear all of such expense, and 
would recommend and endeavor to effect a compromise before 
rendering your decision, whereby the older company would aid 
in such expense, in almost every case the non-grade crossing 
could be built. In my opinion, a precedent in this direction 
would have a most wholesome effect towards the amicable and 
successful settlement of all crossing cases, without the inter- 
ference or action of the commission, other than to approve such 
crossings. 

In this connection the following extract from an opinion of 
the Illinois railroad commission, is pertinent: "There can be 
no question but that all grade crossings of railroads are in the 
main, dangerous and should be avoided wherever it is jwracticable 
or possible to do so, without placing too great a burden upon 
the company constructing the same. We believe that the policy 
of this commission should be to order overhead crossings 
wherever it is possible and practicable to do so. Under the ex- 
isting laws of the State it is compulsory upon the company de- 
siring to cross, to pay all of the expenses of constructing said 

crossing and the maintenance of same It is and will be 

the policy of this commission to order overhead and under cross- 
ings wherever and whenever it is possible to do so, believing as we 
do, that the advanced thought and,system of the railroad building 
demands it, and that the increased speed of trains and the safety 
of life and property require it. . . And it would seem unjust to 
burden the new road with the great cost which the commission 
is required to do under the statute." 

In the above case before the Illinois commission it did pre- 
scribe a grade crossing at a point where the construction of a 
non-grade crossing was deemed practicable, but it appeared to 
them to be unreasonable to require the weaker company to bear 
the whole expense of same. Had it been in their power to effect 
an adjustment of the cost between the two railroads, a non-grade 
crossing could have been ordered. 

In the case of overhead crossings the construction of light em- 
bankments that might be regarded as unsightly and as marring 
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the landscape, might obtain and thus subject the company mak- 
ing the crossing to damages to adjacent property owners, and 
this feature ini^ht be brought forward to strengthen the plea 
of the unreasonableness of requiring such overhead crossing. Near 
towns or cities this damage might amount to considerable, but 
not elsewliere. Howevfer, the construction of very high embank- 
ments could be obviated in the greater number of cases, by de- 
pressing the tracks of one railway. An embankment of twenty- 
four feet in height might be considered objectionable when one 
of twelve feet would not. If care is given to the location of 
the crossing and all natural features are taken advantage of, in 
few cases but what the necessity of very high embankments could 
be done away with. They would be ^ecessary only in very 
level countries where, on account of drainage, etc., one track 
could not be depressed. 

With regard to the practicability of non-grade crossings, it is 
my opinion that almost without exception they can be made 
practicable, - that is barring the item of cost, there are no ob- 
stacles but what could be overcome by efficient engineering. In 
extreme cases it would simply be a matter of earthwork and 
grading. Judicious locating would reduce this to a minimum. 
Such cases as crossing at the intersection of streets in cities how- 
ever might be reasonably cited as impracticable, but it is a notable 
fact that in and around larger cities the grade crossings abol- 
itionists have been most active. Hence your board, in the 
greater number of cases, must rest your adverse decisions upon 
the question of unreasonableness rather than impracticability. 

M. E. Holbrook, chief engineer of the Kansas City Southern 
Railway, one of the foremost engineers in the country, recently 
testified before your conamission, that almost without exception 
it was practicable to effect non-grade crossings at all points of 
intersection of railways. In the case before you at that time 
when the crossing was located on a level plain, with no oppor- 
tunity for depressing one of the tracks, the testimony was to 
the effect that an overhead crossing was practicable. This, too, 
might be considered as an extreme case in that the over track 
must be carried to the maximum height above the plain. 

The practicableness of the non-grade crossings thus resolves 
itself into questions of grading and bridging, mere matters of 
engineering detail. In its location all natural advantages such 
as cuts and embankments in the line of the existing railway, 
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should be considered. The popular supposition that a grade 
crossing can be made more cheaply in a hilly and broken country, 
does not always obtain. In fact the contrary may be the case, 
and more grading and bridging be required in such country tlian 
in a flat and level one; but this extra work may not appear in 
the vicinitj' of the crossing. The location of a line is more re- 
stricted in a broken country; also the relative greater amount of 
grading necessary for a non-grade crossing, in a level country 
appears to be a consideration, of the unreasonableness of riequir- 
ing such crossing. To be more explicit, in a hilly country where 
the grading quantities are already large, it does not appeat so 
unreasonable to require a few thousand yards of extra grading 
for the crossing, thus increasing the average quantities a small 
per cent., as to require the same amount of extra grading in a 
level country where the average quantities will be considerably 
increased. The fact is, the contrary opinion should obtain and 
if the expense of grading is to be considered among the impractic- 
able or unreasonable objections, it would be with more justice 
to consider this feature when the crossing is located in a hilly 
country than a level one, where the average quantities for the 
foriner are already largely in excess of these for the latter. 

The ruling gradient adopted on the railway, should be taken as 
a factor, but need not necessarily determine the gradient of the 
approaches to an, over crossing. This can in the greater number 
of cases be made a "momemtum" or 'Velocity" grade, the amount 
of which will depend upon the latitude which the trains have of 
approaching the crossing with speed. It is a fixed principle in 
railway operation that trains by virtue of their speed, can mount 
to heights proportionate to such speed, the heights being inde- 
pendent of the steepness of the grade by which it is attained. 
Wellington in his "Theory of Railway Location" gives the follow- 
ing elevations to which trains can attain by reason of certain 
velocities which they possess: 

10 miles per hour 3.55 feet. 

15 " " 7.99 " 

20 " '' 14.20 " 

25 ' " 22.20 " 

30 • " 31.95 " 

It appears from the above that if a train can be made to ap- 
proach an elevation 22.2 feet in height at a velocity of twenty- 
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five miles per hour, it will mount such elevation, the engine at 
the same time exerting only suflBcient power to maintain its 
velocity at twenty-five miles per hour, were it on level track. 
The above supposes that the engine is only exerting itself suf- 
Nflciently to maintain the initial velocity on a level track, but if in 
addition it is capable of carrying this train up a certain fixed 
grade, this feature may be also taken into account. For ex- 
ample: If an engine can pull its ordinary train up a 0.5 per cent, 
grade at a velocity of thirty miles per hour, it can pull the same 
train up a 1.0 per cent, grade 6,400 feet long, or to an elevation 
of sixty-four feet, if it approaches said grade with said velocity; 
or it will pull its train up a 1.5 per cent, grade, 3,200 feet long 
or to an elevation of forty-eight feet. 

In case of an overhead crossing, where an elevation upwards 
of twenty-four feet must be attained, and the situation is such 
that the train will be able to make a "run" for the crossing, the 
steepness of the approach need offer no obstacle to the passage 
of a train, nor need its gradient bear any relation to the maximum 
or ruling gradient adopted for the remainder of the line. How- 
ever if the over crossing is so located that it can not be approached 
with train under sufficient headway to overcome the elevation 
by reason of its velocity, the gradient of the approach must not 
be governed the ruling gradient adopted for the line. 

On level ground to make a rise of twenty-four** feet, the follow- 
ing table will indicate the distance from the crossing on each side 
of which each grade must begin to take effect. 

0.5 per cent, grade 4,800 feet. 

1.0 " " 2,400 " 

1.5 " " 1,600 " 

2.0 " " 1,200 " 

2.5 " " 960 " 

At unprotected grade crossings where trains are required to 
come to a full stop before crossing, the disadvantages of such 
to the railways may be divided into three heads as follows: 1st: 
The cost of stopping and starting all trains. 2d: The loss of 
time to trains and employes. 3d: The danger to the lives of 
the passengers and employes, and to the property of the railways. 
Considering only the first disadvantages, it is estimated by con- 
servative authorities that the cost of starting and stopping a 
train is no less than 75 cents. An average of fifteen trains a 
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• day over such crossing involves a loss of f4,006.25 per annum, 
which amount will capitalize $82,125, at 5 per cent, per annum. 
An average of twenty-five trains a day over such crossing would 
involve an annual loss of f 6,843.75, which would capitalize 
f 136,875, at 5 per cent, per annum. Thus with few trains a day 
over a grade crossing it can be demonstrated that such crossing 
acts as a great tax and burden on the intersecting railways, for 
the relief of which they could spend large sums towards its 
abolishment. 

However, as the expense of dangers of the grade crossing can 
be very materially lessened, if not almost entirely obviated by 
the employment of interlocking devices, whereby trains are not 
required to come to a full stop, or even slacken their speed at such 
crossings, it matters little to discuss the merits and advantages 
of the non-grade crossing over the grade crossing unj^rotected. 
It remains to be shown that the non-grade crossing even in ex- 
treme cases, is cheaper and more economical both in cost, main- 
tenance and operation, and more desirable in every respect than 
even the protected grade crossing. With the grade crossing 
protected by interlocking devices, traffic is impeded on either 
line little, if any, and the dangers from collisions of opposing 
trains is reduced to a minimum. However, the elements of ob- 
struction and danger are not entirely removed as no system of 
appliances has been invented by man that will not get out of 
order, and no employes can be found that will not make mistakes^ 
Delays to traffic and accidents to trains are bound to occur with 
the most perfectly constructed and most carefully operated de- 
vices. ' 

As a rule it can be shown that the cost of a non-grade crossing, 
will be less than the first cost of the interlocker, added to the 
amount which the expense of its operation and maintenance 
will capitalize. For any special case this can be readily deter- 
mined, Vtt in deciding the question on this basis, the inherent 
advantage of the non-grade crossing over the protected grade 
crossing should be given consideration. Take, for example, the 
case of a simple crossing with the interlocker in place at a cost 
of, say, f2,500. The expense of its maintenance and operation 
will be not less than f 1,800 per annum. This with the first cost 

. represents a 5 per cent investment on |38,500. The expense of 
of constructing a non-grade crossing will, except in extreme cases, 
be less than the above amount. In this connection I might call 
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attention to the fact that the railroads of the State would be# 
more than justified in spending amounts up to f38,600 to abolish 
each existing grade crossing, rather than incur the expense and 
inconvenience of interlocking same. 

The question before your commission of grade crossings versus 
non-grade crossing at points of future intersection of railways, 
for the immediate and ultimate benefit and advantage of all par- 
ties concerned, both the railroads and the people, to require an 
finally returns to the proposition, whether or not it is advisable 
an over or under mode of crossing, in view of its offering no im- 
pediment to the traffic of either road, and no danger to life and 
property, or to permit a grade crossing protected fully by inter- 
locking apparatus, whereby the opposition to traffic and danger 
to life and property is reduced to a minimum. It might be laid 
down as a safe proposition, that at such crossings as there would 
be no need for an interlocking device, there would be no very great 
necessity for a non-grade crossing. But the commission must 
confront this feature, and it should affect their policy and decis- 
ion, that is, that in view of the past rapid development of our 
State and resources, the necessity will continually arise for the 
protection of more grade crossings by safety devices, ultimately 
the interlocking system. Few grade crossings that exist now, but 
in a few years must be protected. Once a grade crossing is put in, 
the expense of changing it to a non-grade will be very considerably 
increased, both on account of the increased values of property in 
its vicinity, and the increased difficulty in effecting it. We might 
safely say that once a grade crossing is permitted, such it will al- 
ways remain. The rapid and continued increase in the volume of 
both the freight and passenger traffic of our railways requires that 
future conditions and contingencies be provided for, rather than 
the present. Crossings that now have an average of ten trains per 
day over them, in a few years will have double this number. Con- 
sider the congested condition of the traffic on the great trunk 
lines of our Northern and Eastern States. But a short time and 
this condition will obtain on Texas railways and all grade cross- 
ings permitted will forever remain an obstruction to traffic and a 
menace to life and property. 

In consideration of the foregoing I would most respectfully beg* 
leave to submit to your Honorable Commission, the following sug- 
gestions for your guidance in the matter of all crossings of rail- 
ways that may hereafter come before you for your decree and de- 
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cision under the provisions of the Act of the Legislature apper- 
taining to the same. 

1.' That non-grade crossings, over or under, be required at all 
points of future intersection of railways in the State, where in 
your opinion the requirements of the case would demand the in- 
stallation of interlocking devices now, or at any time in the future. 

2.* That in any case, if on account of the great expense involved 
in the construction of a non-grade crossing, the commission de- 
cides it unreasonable to require the company mslking the cross- 
ing to bear all of such expenses, that the commission recommend 
and give the established company owning the line to be crossed, 
an opportunity to participate in such cost, proportionate to the 
advantages which it will derive from such non-grade crossing, or 
to an amount that will so reduce the cost of the crossing that it 
will not be unreasonable to require the company making the cross* 
ing, to bear the remainder of the same. 

3. That in all cases where it is decided that it would be unrea- 
sonable and impracticable to prescribe a non-grade croi^sing, that 
it be required of the company making the crossing to install an 
automatic interlocking device at such crossing to be approved by 
the commission, provided that as many as twelve trains per day, 
on the -average, be operated over same; and further provided, 
that in case as many as twelve trains per day on the average are 
not operated over the crossing at the time it is constructed, that 
said company making the crossing shall bind itself to construct 
such automatic interlocking device, at such time in the future 
when the average number of trains per day operated over the 
crossing reaches twelve. And provided further, that until such 
time as the interlocking device be required to be constructed, the 
company making the crossing shall protect the same by means of 
a gate and flagman stationed there to operate the same, with a 
flag by day and a lamp by night, the expense of maintaining the 
gate and flagman to be borne by the said company making the 
crossing; and provided further, that at all crossings not protected 
by interlocking devices approved by the commission, that the 
trains of both roads be frequired to come to a full stop before 
reaching such crossing, and shall not move over the same except 
under proper signal and authority from the flagman stationed 
there. Respectfully submitted, 

(Signed) R. A. THOMPSON, 

Engineer R. R. Commission of Texas. 
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Judge Story: I do not see these commissins are going to 
do the good they are expected to do unless the Legislatures 
are going to make sufficient appropriations. Texas has a chief 
cJerk at f 1,750; a general clerk at ?1,500; stenographer at f 1,200; 
expert accountant at |2,750; a rate clerk at f 2,750; an assistant 
rate clerk at ?1,920; engineer at f 1,920; and three commissioners 
at |4,000. The appropriation for a year amounts to nearly 
f 30,000. I think the Legislature should be generous with their 
appropriations for the commissions in order to make their work 
more eflfeijtive. 

Mr. Hanley: So far as the jurisdiction of powers of the rail- 
road commissions are concerned, I prepared something of that 
kind and it was to be published in the proceedings of the 
National Convention last year, 1900, and I am very much afraid 
that it has not been very widely read because my picture is on 
the opposite page. 

Mr. McOhord: I think the proceedings of this convention 
should be published, and I will offer on behalf of the Kentucky 
commission to incorporate them in our next annual report, which 
will be published on the first of next December. 

Mr. Hanley: I think I can safely promise that when you come 
to Hot Springs, the leading newspapers will have representa- 
tives there. I think the Little Kock papers and the Hbt Springs 
papers will send representatives. I know the newspapers of 
our State will do the right thing. 

Mr. Williams: I move that the thanks of this association be 
tendered to the president, the secretary, and the assistant secre- 
tary for their efficient work and the pleasant and satisfactory 
manner in which they have discharged their duties. 

This motion was seconded and unanimously carried. 

Mr. Baptist: The work of this convention having been com- 
pleted, I move that we do now adjourn. 

The motion was seconded and carried. 

And the convention stood adjourned. 

W. M. BABBOW, 

! Ass't. Secretary. 





^ 



i 



I 



u 



^am^mtm 



/ 



iftaaMBBMHaMMaM 



■MMMMMMM 




\ 



\ 



\ 







I 

! 



Railroad Assessment, 1901. 



The following is a list of railroads in Kentucky and valuation placed 
thereon for State, county and municipal taxation for the year 1901 by the 
Railroad Commission: 

Asliland Goal and Iron Railway Company. 
(Douglas Putnam, President, Ashland, Ky.) 

State of Kentucky: 

22.06 miles, at $16,000 per mile |352,960 

Other property 445,000 

$797,960 

Carter County — 

7.78 miles, at $16,000 per mile $124,480 

Other property 45,000 

$169,480 

Boyd County — 

14.28 miles, at $16,000 per mile $228,480 

Other property 400,000 

$628,480 

Ashland — 

0.90 miles, at $16,000 per mile $ 14,400 

Other property 300,000 

$314,400 
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Baltimore & Ohio Southwestern Bailroad Company. 
(Wm. M. Greene, Vice-President, Cincinnati, 0.) 

State of Kentucky; v ' 

1.24 miles, at |10,000 per mile , |12,400 

Other property 75,000 



/ 



$87,400 



Jefferson County — 

1.24 miles, at $10,000 per mile $12,400 

Other property 75,000 



$87,400 



Louisville — 

1.24 miles, at $10,000 per mile $12,400 

Other property 50,000 



$62,400 



BrooksvUle Bailroad Company. 
(T. Alexander, President, Brooksville, Ky.) 

State of Kentttcky: 
10.00 miles, at $2,500 per mile $25,000 



Bracken County— 
10.00 miles, at $2,500 per mile $25,000 



Bumside & Cumberland Biver Bailroad Company. 
(C. W. Cole, President, Pike Building, Cincinnati, O.) 

State of Kentucky: 

1 mile, at $8,000 per mile $8,000 

Other property 1,000 

$9,000 
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Pulaski County — 

1 mile, at $8,000 per mile :. $8,000 

Other property 1,000 



^ 
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$9,000 



Central Transfer Bailway and Storage Company. 
(C. O. Bradford, Real Estate Agent, Louisville, Ky.) 

State of Kbi9TU0ey: 
0.654 miles, at $10,000 per mile $6,540 



Jefferson County — 
0.654 miles, at $10,000 per mile $6,540 



LouisYille — 
0.654 mites, at $10,000 per mile $6,540 



Chesapeake & Nashville Railroad Company. 

' (Operated by C. & O. By.) 

(D. B. Anderson, Auditor, Gallatin, Tenn.) 

State of Kentucky: 

9.56 miles, at $4,500 per mile $43,020 

OtEer property 1,000 



$44,020 



Allen County — 

9.56 miles, at $4,500 per mile $43,020 

Other property .* 1,000 



$44,020 



Scottsville — 

0.92 miles, at $4,500 per mile $4,140 

Other property 1,000 

$5,140 
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Covington Short Koute Railway Company. 

(Operated by C. A| O. By.) 
(G. B. Wall, Heal Estate Agent, Richmond, Va:) 

State of Kentucky: 
0.81 miles, at |23,000 per mile 118,630 

Kenton County — * 

0.81 miles, at |23,000 per mile 118,630 

Covington — 
0.81 miles, at $23,000 per mile |18,630 



Elizabethiown, Lexington & Big Sandy Railroad Company. 

(Operated by C. A O. By.( 
(G. B. Wall, Real Estate Agent, Richmond, Va.) 
State of Kentucky: 
109.24 miles, at |14,000 per mile 11,529,360 

Boyd County — 
6.79 miles, at |14,000 per mile |95,060 

Catlettsburg — 
2.69 miles, at $14,000 per mile |37,660 

Ashland — 
3.65 miles, at $14,000 per mile $51,100 

Carter County — 
28.18 miles, at $14,000 per mile $394,520 

Olive Hill— 
0.81 miles, at $14,000 per mile $11,340 

Rowan County — 
16.73 miles, at $14,000 per mile $234,220 

Moorehead — 
0.70 miles, at $14,000 per mile .-. $9,800 

Farmer — 
1.15 miles, at $14,000 per mile $16,000 
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Bath County — 
15*86 miles, at $14,000 per mile 

Montgomery County — 
13.04 miles, at $14,000 per mile 

Mt Sterling— 
1.34 miles, at |14,000 per mile 

Clark County — 
18.58 miles, at |14,000 per mile 

Winchester — 
1.47 miles, at |14,000 per mile 

Fayette County— 
10.06 miles, at |14,000 per mile 

Lexington — 

1.49 miles, at |14,000 per mile 

» 

liezingrton Passenger and Belt Bailway Company. 

(Operated by G* d^ O. By.) 

(G. B. Wall, Real Estate Agent, Richmond, Va.) 

State of Kentucky: 

4.20 miles, at $14,000 per mile 

# 

Fayette County — 
4.20 miles, at |14,000 per mile 

Lexington — 

1.50 miles, at $14,000 per mile 

Kentucky & South Atlantic Bail way Company. 

(Operated by C. ft O. By.) 
(G. B. Wall, Real Estate Agent, Richmond, Va.> 
State of Kentucky: 

19.49 miles, at |3,000 per mile 

Other property 
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$222,040 



$182,560 



$18,760 



$260,12i> 



$20,580 



$140,840 



$20,860 



$58,800 



$58,800 



$21,000 



$58,470 
1,700 



$60,170 
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Montgomery County — 

13.1& miles, at |3,000 per mile $39,540 

Other property 200 



« 



139,740 



Mt Sterling— 

0.47 miles, at |3,000 per mile $1,410 

Other property 200 



$1,610 



Menifee County — 

6.31 miles, at $3,000 per mile |18,930 

Other property ' 1,500 



20,430 



Kinniconick & Freestone Railroad Company. 

(Operated by C. & O. By.) 
(G. B. Wall, Real Estate Agent, Richmond, Va.) 

State of Kentucky: 

19.66 miles, at |2,000 per mile , $39,320 



Lewis County — 
16.00 miles, at $2,000 ^r mile $30,000 



Carter County— 

4.66 miles, at $2,000 per mile $9,320 



Maysville & Big Sandy Railroad Company. 
(Operated by C. & O. By.) 
, (G. B. Wall, Real Estate Agent, Richmond, Va.) 

State of Kentucky: 

142.37 miles, at $23,000 per mile $3,274,510 



Boyd County — 
1.80 miles, at $23,000 per mile $41,400 



THB BAILBOAD CX>MMlSSfON. Iga 

Ashland — 

1.50 miles, at |23,000 per mile ^34,500' 



N 



Bracken Cottnty"— 
19.29 miles, at $23,000 per mile |443,67a 



Augusta — 
1.51 miles, at |23,000 per mile $34,730 



Foster— 
0.45 miles, at $23,000 per mile $10,350- 



Campbell County — 
26.05 miles, at $23,000 per mile . . . ^. $599,150' 



California — 
0.99 miles, at $23,000 per mile $22,770' 



Highland District— 
3.746 miles, at $23,000 per mile $86,15& 



Dayton — 
1.07 miles, at $23,000 per mile $24,610> 



Bellevue — 
0.83 miles, at $23,000 per mile $19,090^ 



Newport — 
0.97 miles, at $23,000 per mile $22,310 



Clifton District— 
0.473 miles, at $23,000 per mile $10,879 



Greenup County — 
31.19 miles, at $23,000 per mile $717,370 



Greenup — 
0.62 miles, at $23,000 per mile $14,260^ , 



Springvllle or South Portsmouth — 
1.34 miles, at $23,000 per mile $30,280^ 



Russell-^ 
0.784 miles, at $23,000 per mile $18,032^ 



I 
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Lewis County — 
41.38 miles, at $23,000 per mile 

Vanceburg — 
0.98 miles, at $23,000 per mile — 

Cpncord — 
0.31 miles, at $23,000 per mile 

Mason Ck>unty — 
19.58 miles, at $23,000 per mile ,' 

Maysville — 
3.03 miles, at $23,000 per mile 

Dover — 
0.85 miles, at $23,000 per mile 

Pendleton County— 
3.08 miles, at $28,000 per mile 

Ohio & Big Sandy Bailroad Company. 

(Operated by C. d^ O. By.) 

(G. B. Wall, Real Estate Agent, Richmond, Va.) 

State of Kentxtoky: 

51.50 miles, at $3,500 per mile 

Other property 

Boyd County — 

18.44 miles, at $3,500 per mile 

Other property 

Ashland — 

2.74 miles, at $3,500 per mile 

Other property 



$951,740 



$22,540 



$7,130 



$450,340 



$69,690 



$19,550 



$70,840 



$180,250 
35,500 

$215,750 



$64,540 
28,000 

$92,540 



$ 9,590 
26,000 



$35,590 
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Catlettsburg — 

3.04 miles, at $3,500 per mile $10,640 

Other property ; 1,000 



$11,640 



I 



Lawrence County — 

33.06 miles, at $3,600 per mile $115,710 

'Otfier property 7,500 



$123,210 



Louisa — 

0.90 miles, at $3,500 per mile $3,150 

Other property 22,000 



$27,520 



Oliio River & Charleston Railway Company of Kentucky. 

(Operated by C. 9t O. By.) 
(Q. B. Wall, Real Estate Agent, Richmond, Va.) 

State of Kentttcky: 
8.12 miles, at $2,000 per mile $16,240 



■ I 



Lawrence County — 
5.70 miles, at $2,000 per mile $11,400 

Johnson County — 
2.42 miles, at $2,000 per mile $4,840 



Cliicago, Indianapolis & Louisville Railway Company. 
(W. H. McDoel, President, Chicago, 111.) 

State of Kentucky: 

0.92 miles, at $6,000 per mile $ 5,520 

Other property 2,500 

$5,650 
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Jefferson County — 

0.92 miles, at |6,000 per mile $ 5,520 

Other property 22,000 



127,520 



Louisville — 

0.92 miles, at |6,000 per mile | 5,520 

Otber property ' 22,000 



\ 



127,620 



OhicftgOy St. LouiB A New Orleans Bculroad Company— tfississippi Branch. 

(Operated by Illinois Central Railroad.) 
(Wm. L. Tarbet, Tax Commissioner, Chicago, 111.) 

State; of Kentucky: 

41.24 miles, at |21,000 per mile I 866,040 

2.27 miles, Cairo Bridge ' 2,000,000 

Other property 27,000 

12,893,040 

Ballard County — 

8.23 miles, at |21,000 per mile $ 172,830 

2.27 miles, Cairo Bridge 2,000,000 

Other property 12,000 

$2,184,830 

Wickliffe— 

0.50 miles, at |21,000 per mile $10,500 

Other property 1,500 

$12,000 

Carlisle County — 

11.88 miles, at $21,000 per mile $249,480 

Other property 5,000 
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$254,480 
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Bardwell — 

0.75 miles, at $21,000 per mile $15,750 

Other property : 600 

$16,350 

^— — <r— ^^ ■ ■■ 

Arlington — 

1.10 miles, at $21,000 per mile : . .. $23,100 

Other property * 1,700 

$24,800 

Hickman County — 

13.65 miles, at $21,000 per mile '. $^86,650 

Other property 5,000 

$291,650 

Clinton — 

1.25 miles, at $21,000 per mile $26,250 

Other property . . .* - 1,600 

$27,850 

Fulton County — 

7.48 miles, at $21,000 per mile $157,080 

Other property 5,000 

$162,080 
• — ^— ^— — ^.— ^— ^.« 

Fulton — 

0.31 miles, at $21,000 per mile $6,510 

Other property '. 4,000 

$10,510 

Ohioago, New Orleans & St. Louis Railroad Company — Elizabethtown 

Branch. 
State of Kentucky: 

6 miles, at $6,000 per mile ' $36,000 

OtEer property . . . .' 1,500 

$37,500 
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Hardin County — 

6 mileB, at |6,000 per mile $36,000 

Other property 1,500 

Blizabethtown — 

0.76 miles, at |6,000 per mile |4,560 

Other property 1,500 



$37,500 



16,060 



Chicago, St. Louis A New Orleans Railroad Company^Louisville 

Branch. 

State of Kentucky: 

269.99 miles, at |19,000 per mile 15,129,810 

Other property 703,700 

$5,833,510 

Jefferson Ck>unty — 

19.03 miles, at $19,000 per mile $361,570 

Other property 470,000 

$831,570 

Louisville — 

0.72 miles, at $19,000 per mile $ 13,680 

Other property 469,500 

$483,180 

Meade County — 

2.69 miles, at $19,000 per mile $51,110 

Other property '■. 300 

$51,410 
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Hardin County— 

36.06 miles, at ?19,000 per mile 1685,140 

Other property 8,000 

1693,140 

West Point— 

0.50 milps, at f 19,000 per mile $9,500 

Other property , 1,600 

111,100 

Vine Grove — 

0.55 miles, at |19,000 per mile , $10,450 

Other property 1,200 

$11,650 



t 



Orayson County — 

33.80 miles at $19,000 per mile $642,200 

Other property I - 2,600 

r 

$644,800 

Big Clifty— 

0.62 miles, at $19,000 per mile $11,780 

Other property .' 400 



$12,180 



Leitchfield— 

0.634 miles, at $19,000 per mile $12,046 

Other property 500 

$12,546 

Caneyville — 

0.22 miles, at $19,000 per mile $4,180 

Other property 500 

$4,680 
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Spring Licfc— 
0.67 miles, at |19,000 per mile $12,730 



Ohio Comity — 

24.73 miles, at |19,000 per mile $469,870 

Other property 2,900 



$472,770 



Rosine — 

0.36 miles, at $19,000 per mile $6,840 

Other property 200 



$7,040 



Beaver Bam — 

0.40 miles, at $19,000 per mile $7,600 

Other property J 500 



$8,100 



McHenry — 

0.51 miles, at $19,000 per mile $9,690 

Other property 1,000 



$10,690 



Rockport — 

0.36 miles, at $19,000 per mile $6,840 

Other property 500 



$7,340 



Muhlenberg CountyT— 

26.05 miles, at $19,000 per mile $532,950 

Other property 3,000 



$535,950 



Central City— 

' 1.824 miles, at $19,000 per mile $34,656 

Other property 1,000 

$35,656 
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Hopkins County — 

22.26 miles, at |19,000 per mile *. 

Other property 

I 

White Plalna— 

0.50 miles, at |19,000 per mile 

Other property 

St Charles— 

0.69 miles, at $19,000 per mile 

Other property 

Dawson — 

0.862 miles, at $19,000 per mile 

Other pfoperty 

Caldwell County — 

19.91 miles, at 119,000 per mile 

Other property 

Princeton — 

1.11 mileS) at |19,000 per mile 

Other property 

Lyon County — 
14.57 miles, at |19,000 per mile 

Kuttawa — 

0.72 miles, at 119,000 per mile 

Other property 
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1422,940 
3,300 

$426,240 



$9,500 
1,000 

$10,500 



$13,110 
200 

$13,310 



$16,378 
1,500 

$17,878 



$378,290 
1,000 

$379,290 



$21,090 
500 

$21,590 



$276,830 



$13,680 
400 



$14,080 
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Livingston County— 

3.97 miles, at |19,000 per mile $75,430 

Other property '/ 2,000 



\ 



$77,430 



Marshall County — 

12.20 miles, at $19,000 per mile $231,800 

Other property 1,000 



$232,800 



Calvert City— 

0.44 miles, at $19,000 per mile $8,360 

Other property 500 



$8,860 



McCracken County — 

18.90 miles, at $19,000 per mile * $359,100 

Other property 200,000 



$559,100 



Paducah— 

2.97 miles, at $19,000 per mile $ 56,430 

Other property 199,000 



$255,430 



Graves County— 

30.30 miles, at $19,000 per mile $575,700 

Other property 2,800 



$578,500 

Hickory — 

0.50 miles, at $19,000 per mile $9,500 

Other property 20O 

$9,700 



1 
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Wingo— 

0.48 miles, at |19«000 per mile 

Other Droiierty 


193 

$9,120 
200 


( 






$9,320 


Water Valley— 

0.80 miles, at |19,000 per mile ^ 

' Other DroDerty 


$16,200 
800 








$15,600 


Mayfleld— 
0.76 miles, at $19,000 per mile 


$14,440 


Other proDerty 


1,500 








$15,940 


Pryors — 

0.50 miles, at |19,000 per mile 

Other property 


$9,500 
200 






* 


$9,700 


Hickman County— 
3.51 miles, at |19,000 per mile 


$66,690 


Fulton County— 
2.01 miles, at $19,000 per mile 


$38,190 


Other property 


6,000 








$44,190 


0.44 miles, at $19,000 per mile 

Other property 


$8,360 
6,000 


<r 





$14,360 
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Ohicago, St. Loiub ft Kew Orleans Bailroad Companj-* XvaiiBTille 

Branch. 
State op Kentucky: 

125.62 miles, at |8,000 per mile , $1,004,16# 

Other property 28^400 

$1,032,560 

Caldwell County — 

26.52 miles, at |8,000 per mile $212,160' 

Other property 3,300 

$215,46(^ 

Princeton — 

1.07 miles, at $8^000 per mile $8,560 

Other property 2,500 

$11,060 

Christian County — 

10.73 miles, at $8,000 per mile $85,840 

Other property 2,600 

$88,44^ 

HopkinsvUle — 

0.69 miles, at $8,000 per mile $5,520 

Other property 2,200 

$7.72«^ 

Crittenden County — 

22.50 miles, at $8,000 per mile $180,000 

Other property 2,00(V 

$182,000 

Marion — 

0.25 miles, at $8,000 per mile $2,006 

Other property ,.A 1,400 

* $3,400 
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Henderson County — 

19.60 miles, at |8,000 per mile $156,800 

Other property 10,000 

$166,800 

Henderson-^ 

1.40 miles, at $8,000 per mile $11,200 

Other property 7,500 

$18,700 

Trigg County — 

8.67 miles, at $8,000 per -mile $69,360 

Other property 500 

$69,860 

Cerulean Springs — 

0.91 miles, at $8,000 per mile ' $7,^80 

Other property .' 500 

$7,780 

Union County — 

35.00 miles, at $8,000 per mile $280,000 

Other property 8,000 

^ 288,000 



( 



Sturgis — 

1.08 miles, at $8,000 per mile $8,640 

Other property 500 

$9,140 

Morganfield — 

1.40 miles, at $8,000 per mile $11,200 

Other property 1,650 

$12,850 
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Webster County — 

2.50 miles, at |8,000 per mile .". $20,000 

Other property '. '. 2,000 

|22v000 

Blackford — 
Other property ; . |100 



Ohicago, St. Louis & Kew Orleans Bailroad Company -^Morganfield 

and Dekoven Branches. 
State of Kentuckt: 

6.43 miles, at |6,000 per mile |38,580 

2 miles, at $2,000 per mile « 4,000 

Other property 1,100 

$43,680 

Union County — 

6.43 miles, at |6,000 per mile $38,580 

2 miles, at $2,000 per mile .4,000 

Other property 1,100 

$43,680 

Uniontown — 
0.50 miles, at $6,000 per mile $3,000 



Ohicago, St. Louis Sb Kew Orleans Railroad Company— Owensboro 

Branch. 

State of Kentucky: 

42.16 miles, at $6,000 per mile $252,960 

Other property 7,300 

$260,260 

Daviess County— , 

17.94 miles, at $6,000 per mile $107,640 

Other property 6,500 

$114,140 
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Owensboro — 

0,54 miles, at |6,000 per mile .13,240 

Other property 5.500 



« 



» 
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' $8,740 



Whitesville— 

0.87 miles, at $6,000 per mile .' . $5,220 

Other property , . 125 



$5,345 



Ohio County — 

24.22 miles, at $6,000 per mile $145,320 

Other property 800 

$146,120 



Fordsville^ 

0.33 miles, at 1|6,000 per mile $1,980 

Other property 250 

$2,230 

* - 

Chicago, St. Lotiis ft New Orleans Bailroad Oompany— Short Koute 

Bailway Company Branch. 

State of Kentucky: 
1.52 miles $150,000 



Jefferson County — 
1.52 miles $150,000 



Louisville — 
1.52 miles ., $150,000 



t 
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Cincinnati, New Orleans & TezaB Pacific Railway Company. 
(M. F. Molloy, Auditor, Cincinnati, O.) 

State of Kentucky: 

197.69 miles, at $27,000 per mile 15,337,630 

0.24 miles, Ludlow Bridge 200,000 

Other property 329,100 

$5,866,730 

Kenton County — 

14.37 miles, at $27,000 per mile $387,990 

0.24 miles, Ludlow Bridge 200,000 

Other property 200,000 

$787,990 

Ludlow — 

0.62 miles, at $27,000 per mile $ 16,700 

0.24 miles, Ludlow Bridge 200,000 

Other property 185,000 



$401^740 

Boone <3ounty — 

9.13 miles, at $27,000 per mile $246,510 

Other property 2,600 

« 

249,110 

Walton— 

0,76 miles, at $27,000 per mile $ 20,520 

Other property 2,000 

$22,520 

Grant County — 

22.45 miles, at $27,000 per mile $606,150 

Other property 13,000 

$619,150 



» 
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Crittenden — 

0.55 miles, at |27,000 per mile $14,850 

Other property ^^ 



$15,450 



Williamstown — 
0.59 miles, at $27,000 per miie $15,390 



Corinth— 

0.65 miles, at $27,000 per mile $17,550 

Other property 600 



$18,150 



Harrison County — 
2.43 miles, at $27,000 per mile $65,610 



Scott County — 

22.21 miles, at $27,000 per mile $599,670 

Other property 9,200 



$608,870 

Badieville— 

0.68 miles, at $27,000 per mile $18,360 

Other property 2,000 



$20,360 



Cteorgetown — 

0.74 miles, at $27,000 per mile $19,980 

Other property 5,000 



$24,980 



Fayette County — 

13.8« miles, at $27,000 per mile $374,760 

Other property 29,000 

403.760 
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Liexington — 

1.13 miles^ at $27,000 per mile $30,510 

Other property .'. 27,500 



) 
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$58,010 



Jessamine tk>unty — 

15.94 miles, at $27,000 per mile $430,380 

Other property 8,000 

$438,380 

Nicholasville — 

, 1 mile, at $27,000 per mile $27,000 

Other property 5,000 



$32,000 



Mercer County— 

8.14 miles, at $27,000 per mUe $219,780 

Other property 2,000 

$221,780 

Burgin — 

0.31 miles, at $27,000 per mile $8,370 

Other property 1,700 

$10,070 

Boyle County — 

10.42 miles, at $27,000 per mile $281,340 

Other property 11,000 

$292,340 

Danville — 

1.25 miles, at $27,000 per mile $33,750 

Other property 6,000 

$39,750 



t . ^ 
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Junction City — 

1.14 miles, at |27,000 per mile 130,780 

Other property 5,000 

35,780 

Lincoln County— 

23.83 miles, at $27,000 per mile |643,410 

Other property 5,600 

1649,010 

\ ' 

King's Mountain — 

0.74 miles, at |27,000 per mile , $19,980 

Other property 600 

$20,580 

Pulaski County — 

45.55 miles, at $27,000 per mile $1,229,850 

Other property 47,500 

X $1,277,350 

Subanks — 
0.60 miles, at $27,000 per mile $16,200 

I 

Other property 300 

$16,500 

Science Hill— 

0.54 miles, at $27,000 per mile $14,580 

Other property 1,500 

$16,080 

fik>merset — 

1.12 miles, at $27,000 per mile $30,240 

Other property 35,000 



$65,240 
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Bumside — 

1.15 miles, at 127,000 per mile $31,050 

. Other property 700 



$31,750 



Whitley County— 

9.34 miles, at $27,000 per mile $252,180 

Other property 1,200 



♦• 



$253,380 



Covington, Flemingsburg Sc Ashland Railway Company. 
(N. S. Dudley, Superintendent, Flemingsburg, Ky.) 
State of Kentucky: 

17 miles, at $2,000 per mile $34,000 

Other property 1,500 

$35,500 

Fleming County — ' 

17 miles, at $2,000 per mile $34,000 

Other property 1,500 

$35,500 

Flemingsburg — 

1 mile, at $2,000 per mile $2,000 

Other property 1,500 

$3,500 



Cumberland River & Tennessee Railway Company. 
(T. Cairns, President. PIneville, Ky.) 
State op Kentucky: 
12.90 miles, at $3,500 per mile $45,150 



Bell County— 
12.90 miles, at $3,500 per mile $45,150 
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Eastern Kentucky Sailway Company. 
(S. W. Bates,, Vice-President, RlvertOU, Ky.) 

State of Kentucky: - 

36 miles, at $3,000 per mile 

Other property — 

Greenup County — 

17.08 miles, at |3,000 per mile : . . . 

Other property 

Carter County — 

17.59 miles, at $3,000 per mile 

Other property 

Grayson — 

0.37 miles, at |3,000 per mile 

Other property .' 

Lawrence County — 

1.33 miles, at |3,000 per mile 

Other property 
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1108,000 
37,800 

1145,800 



151,240 
31,000 

182,240 



152.770 
6,000 

$58,770 



»1,110 
500 



11,610 



13,990 
300 



14,290 



Frankfort & Cincinnati Railway Company. 
(George B. Harper, President, Frankfort, Ky.) 

State of KbcirrxTOKY: 

40 miles, at |4,500 per mile . . .< 

Other property 



$180,000 
3,760 



1183,750 
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Franklin County— 

10.02 mileB, at |1,500 per mile (45.090 

Other prop«rt7 2.50O 



Frankfort— 
1.01 miles, at M.BOO per mile . 
Otter property 



Stamp in (: Ground — 
0.81 miles, at |4,600 per mile . 
Other property 



Georgetown — 
1.32 miles, at |4,500 per mile . 
Other property 



Bourbon County— 
9.20 mllea, at (4,500 per mile . 
Other property 



PariB— 
0.15 miles, at (4,500 per mile . 
Other property 



Scott County — 

20. 7S miles, at 14,500 per mile (93,510 

Other property 1,B00 



/ • ' ■ 

1 
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Jellicb, Birdeye A Northern Bailway^Company. 
(At.tilla Cox, President, LouisviUe, Ky.) 

State of Keittucky: 

7.50 miles, at |3,500 per mile $26,250 

Whitley County— 

7.50 miles, at |3,500 per mile 126,250 

«— — - ^<^— ^— 

Xensee Coal Boad. 
State of KiNTUCKx: 

1.40 miles, at |3,000 per mile |4,200 

Whitley County— 
1.40 miles, at |3,000 per mile 14,200 

Lezing^ton St Eastern Railway Company. 
(Geo. Copland, Vice-President, Lexington, Ky.) 

State of Kentucky: 

92.54 miles, at |7,000 per mile 1647,780 

Other property 32,850 

$680,630 

Fayette County — 

11.80 miles, at |7,000 per mile ^ 182,600 

Other property 29,000 

$111,600 

Lexington — 

0.066 miles, at $7,000 per mile $462^ 

Other property 500 

. $962 

Clark County— 

21.25 miles, at $7,000 per mile : $148,75a 

Other property 700 

$149,450 
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Winchester — 



_.. . . » 



'^^ 0.919 miles, at 17,000 per mUe |6,433 

V ' other property 1 ; . . . 350 



■ •■•*** 1 


$6,783 


4' H 

t 

Powell County— 
• , 23.88 miles, at S7.000 ner mile 


$167,160 


Other Drooerty 


1,450 


- .. 1 , ■ 






$168,610 


Stanton— 
• - 0.45 miles, at $7,000 ner mile 


$3,150 


Other nroDerty 


............. ^W,A«W 

850 


• * .# 






$3,500 


. / 

Clay City— 

; 1.615 miles, at $7,000 per mile 

Other DroDerty 


$11,305 

500 






: \. ' 

'. ! , 
.1 


$11,805 


Wolfe County— 
5.79 miles, at $7,000 ner mile 


$40,530 


OthOT Drooerty 


300 








' $40,830 


/ Lee County— 

17.22 miles, at $7,000 per mile 

Other oroDerty 


$120,540 

400 






f^ 


$120,940 


Breathitt County — 

12.60 miles, at $7,000 per mile 

Other property 


$88,200 

1 .000 








$89,200 



<l 



I 
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Glasgow Railroad Company. 
(W. L. Porter, Attorney* Glasgow, Ky.) 

State of Kentucky: >• 

10.50 miles, at |5,500 per mile 157,750 

Other property 1,950 



159,700* 



Barren County — 

10.50 miles, at |5,500 per mile |57,750 

Other property : » 1,950 



159,700 



Glasgow Junction — 
0.50 miles, at |5,500 per mile ; |2,750 



* 



Glasgow — 
Other property $1,850 



Hodgenville & Elizabethtown Railway Company. 
(Wm. L. Tarbet, Tax Commissioner, Chicago, 111.) 

State op Kentucky: 

11.10 miles, at |4,000 per mile |44,400 

Other propwty 1,700 



146,100 



Hardin County — 

6.06 miles, at |4,000 per mile |24,240> 

Other property 700* 



$24,940^ 



Elizabethtown — 

0.51 miles, at |4,000 per mile |2,040 

Other property 400^ 

$2,440 









^ 



I 
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I • 

juarue County— 

5.04 miles, at M.000 per mile , |20,160 

Other property 1.000 



/ *■ 



B 



-♦*- 



$21,160 



Hodgenyille— 

0.25 mUes, at KOOO per mile 11,000 

Other property 800 



$1,800 



Licking Biver Bailroad Company. 
(E. W. StracS, Qeneral Manager, Ashland, Ky,) 
State of Kentdcky: 
21 mllep, at $1,500 per mile $31,500 



Bath County— 
12 miles, at $1,500 per mile $18,000 



Menifee County — 
9 miles, at $1,500 per mile $13,500 



liOuisville & Atlantic Railroad Company. 
(V. M. Nourse, Auditor, Versailles, Ky.) 
State of Kentucky: 

72.76 miles, at $4,000 per mile $291,040 

Other property 9,200 



$300,240 

Estill County— 

14.32 miles, at $4,000 per mile $57,280 

Other property 750 



$58,030 



Irvine— 
i mile, at $4,000 per mile $4,000 
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Jessamine CJounty— 

17.28 milOB, at $4,000 per mile 169,120 

Other property 2,800 



I 



$71,920 



^ 



Nicholasville-— 

1.11 miles, at $4,000 per mile $4,440 

Other property 1,750 



$6,190 



Madison Ck>unty — 

27.28 miles, at $4,000 per mile $109,120 

Olher property 4,000 



$113,120 



Richmond — 

1.87 miles, at $4,000 per mile $7,480 

Other property 2,500 



9,980 



Woodford County — 

7.88 miles, at $4,000 per mile $31,520 

Other property 1,650 



, ' 



$33,170 



Versailles — 

0.20 miles, at $4,000 per mile $ 800 

Other property 1,000 



^ $1,800 



Lee County — 

6 miles, at $4,000 per mile , $24,000 

Other property 1,500 

$25,500 
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Beattyville — 
2.87 miles, at |4,000 per mile 
Other property ... 1 



111,480 
1,000 



$12,480 



Louisville, Henderson & St. Louis Railway Company. 
(Attilla Cox, President, Louisville, Ky.) 
State of Kentucky: 

12t40 miles, at $8,000 per mile 1971,200 

43.80 miles, at |4,500 per mile, Fordsville' Branch 197,100 

Other property 24,600 

11,192,900 

Hardin County — 

2.10 miles, at |8,000 per mile $16,800 

Other property 500 

$17,300 

West Point— 

0.37 miles, at $8,000 per mile $2,960 

Meade County — 

22.70 miles, at $8,000 per mile $181,600 

Other property ; 700 

*• 

$182,300 

Breckinridge County — 

29.20 miles, at $8,000 per mile , . . , $233,600 

38.10 miles, at $4,500 per mile, Fordsville Branch , 171,450 

Other property 11,600 

* $416,650 

Stephensport — 

0.37 miles, at $8,000 per mile $2,960 

Other property 600' 



$3,560 
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Cloverport — 

1.32 miles, at $8,000 per mile |10,560 

Other property 10,000 

$20,560 

Irvingtoii — 

0.50 miles, at $8,000 per mile $4,000 

Hancock County — 

24.10 miles, at $S,000 per mile $192,800 

Other property 1,000 

$193,800 

Hawesville — 

, 0.41 miles, at $8,000 per mile $3,280 

Other property 1,000 

$4,280 

Ohio County — 

5.70 miles, at $4,500 per mile .'.... $25,650 

Other property 600 

$26,250 

Fordsville — 

0.54 miles, at $4,500 per mile $2,430 

Other property 600 

$3,030 



Daviess County — 

26.30 miles, at $8,000 per mile $210,400 

Other property 5,700 



$216,100 



Owensboro — 

1.70 miles, at $8,000 per mile $13,600 

Other property 5,500 



$19,100 
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r ' 

Henderson County — 

17 miles, at $S,000 per mile 

Other property ^ 

Henderson — 

. 0.55 miles, at |8,000 per mile '. 

Other property 



$136,000 
4,500 



1140,500 



14,400 
4,000 



18,400 



Louisville & Naahville Railroad Company— Main Stein» 
(C. O. Bradford^ Real Estate Agent, Louisville, Ky.) 

State of Kentucky: 

139.88 miles, at |40,000 per mile $5,595,200 

Other property 920,500 

$6,515,700 

Jefferson County — 

11.48 miles, at $40,000 per mile $459,200 

Other property 870,000 

$1,329,200 

Louisville — 

2.44 miles, at $40,000 per mile $ 97,600 

Other property 850,000 

$947,600 

Highland Park— 

1.50 miles, at $40,000 per mile $60,000 

Other property 2,000 

$62,000 
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Bullitt County— 

19.60 miles, at |40,000 per mile $784,000 

Other property 9,000 

$793,000 

S^epherdsYille — 

0.44 miles, at $40,000 per mile $17,600 

Other property 1,000 

$18,600 

Lebanon Junction — 

0.60 miles, at $40,000 per mile $20,000 

Other property 2,500 

$22,500 

Hardin County — 

28.49 miles, at $40,000 per mile $1,139,600 

Other property , 7,000 

$1,146,600 

Elizabethtown— 

0.95 miles, at $40,000 per mile $38,000 

Other property 4,200 

$42,200 

Sonora — 

0.50 miles, at $40,000 per mile $20,000 

Other property 300 

$20,300 

Upton — 

0.98 miles, at $40,000 per mile $39,200 

Other property 500 

$39,700 

I^rue County — 
1.41 miles, at $40,000 per mile $56,400 



•* 



* I 
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Hart County— ^ 

22.36 miles, at $40,000 per mile 1894,400 

Other property ^ . . ■ 3,800 



\ 



Munfordville— 



\ 



$898,200 



1.56 miles, at $40,000 per mUe $62,000 

Other property 1»600 

$63,600 

Horse Cave — 

LIO mileB. at $40,000 per mile $44,000 

Other property •» 600 

$44,600 

Barren County — 

8.45 mUes, at $40,000 per mile $338,000 

Other property 2,2oO 

$340,200 

Cave City— 

0.64 miles, at $40,000 per mile $25,600 

Other property 1.100 

$26,700 

Glasgow Junction — 

1 mile, at $40,000 per mile $40,000 

Other property 400 

$40,400 

Edmonson County — 

4.36 miles, at $40,000 per mile $174,400 

Other property 400 

$174,800 



» 
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Rocky Hill— 

0.50 miles, at |40,000 per mile $20,000 

Other property \ 400 

120,400 



"T- 



Warren County — 

30.46 miles, at $40,000 per mile , , |l,218,400 

Other property 26,000 

$1,244,400 

-^ "~ 

Smith's Grove— 

10.45 miles, at $40,000 per mile $18,000 

Other property 600 

$18,600 

Bowling Green- 
Lee miles, at $40,000 per mile $66,400 

Other property ' 23,000 

$89,400 

Rich Pond— 

0.84 miles, at $40,000 per mile $33,600 

Other property ; . . ; 700 

$34,300 

Woodbum — 

0.77 miles, at $40,000 per mile $30,800 

Other property 400 

$31,200 

Simpson County — 

13.27 miles, at $40,000 per mile , $530,800 

Other property 2,100 

$532,900 
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Pranklin— 

1.03 miles, at |40»000 per mile 141,200 

Other property 1,100 



142,300 



Louisville A Nashville Bailroad Company — Bardstown Branch. 
State of Kentucky: 

17.34 miles, at $4,500 per mile 178,030 

Other property 3,600 



181,630 

Bullitt County— 

7.45 miles, at |4,500 per mile |33,525 

Other property 2,000 

135,525 

Nelson County — 

9.89 miles, at |4,500 per mile $44,505 

Other property 1,600 

146,105 



Louisville db Nashville Railroad Company— Spring^eld Branch. 

State of Kentucky: 

20.07 miles, at $4,500 per mile $90,315 

Other property 4,700 

$95,015 



Kelson County — 

8.70 miles, at $4,500 per mile $39,150 

j Other property 1,300 

I - 

I $40,450 

t ■' 

i 

) 

j: 



s 



i 
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Bardstown— i 

0.31 miles, at |4»600 per mile |1,89& 

Other property 575 



11,970 



Washington County — 

11.37 miles, at |4,600 per mile $51,165 

Other property 3,400* 



/ 



\ 



$54,565 



Springfield— 

0.45 miles, at $4,500 per mile $2,025- 

Other property ; . . 1,650- 



$3,675. 



Louiaville & Nashville Railroad Oompany— Oincinnati Divisioii. 

State of Kentucky: 

114 miles at $34,000 per mile $3,876,000^ 

Other property 61,800 



N 



$3,937,800' 



Jefferson County — 

20.78 miles, at $34,000 per mile $706,520 

Other property 5,100- 



% 



$711,620 



) 



Louisville — , . 
8.34 miles, at $34,000 per mile $283,560 

Anchorage — 

0.86 miles, at $34,000 per mile $29,240 

Other property 3,000- 

$32,240 
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Oldham County — 

13.93 miles, at |34,000 per mile $473,625 

Olhei* property 7,500 

1481,120 

Pewee Valley — 

1.10 miles, at |34,000 per mile $37,400 

Other property 2,200 

$39,600 

Lagrange — 

0.57 miles, at $34,000 per mile $19,380 

Other property ; . i . 1,000 

$20,380 

Henry County — 

16.06 miles, at $34,000 per mile $546,040 

Other property 4,700 

$560,740 

Campbellsburg — 

0.38 miles, at $34,000 per mile $12,920 

Other property 900 

$13,820 

Turners' — 

0.31 miles, at $34,000 per mile $10,540 

Other property 800 

$11,340 

Carroll County — 

17.09 miles, at $34,000 per mile $581,060 

Other, property 3,600 

$584,660 



/ 
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Worthville— 

0.60 miles, at 134,000 per mile $17,000 

Other property 1,400 

118,400 

Sanders (Liberty) — 

0.35 miles, at $34,000 per mile $11,900 

Other property > 500 

$12,400 

Gallatin County — 

11.51 miles, at $34,000 per mile $391,340 

Other property * 2,100 

$393,440 

Grant County — 

7.32 miles, at $34,000 per mile $248,880 

Other property 1,800 

$250,680 

Boone County — 

9.46 miles, at $34,000 per mile $321,640 

Other property 2,000 

$323,640 

Walton— 

0.88 miles, at $34,000 per mile • • • • • • $29,920 

Other property 700 

$30,620 

Kenton County — 

14.50 miles, at $34,000 per mile $493,000 

Other property 20,000 

$513,000 



-':^^^ 



#^ 
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te^% fiouth CoTington— 

0.31 miles, at 134,000 per mile |10,540 
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i4itonia — 

1.01 miles, at |34,000 per mile 134,340 

Other property 12,000 



146,340 



J. 



Campbell County — 

3.33 miles, at |34,000 per mile $113,220 

Other property » 15,000 



1128,220 



Clifton District— 

0.43 miles, at $34,000 per mile $14,620 

Other property ^ 1,000 



$15,620 



Newport — 

0.98 miles, at $34,000 per mile $33,320 

Other property 5,000 



$38,320 



Louisville A Nashville Railroad Company— Glarksville and Princeton 
State of Kentucky: 

23.17 miles, at $2,500 per mile $57,925 

Other property 3,000 



$60,925 



•Christian County — 

23.17 miles, at $2,500 per mile $57,925 

Other property 3,000 



$60,925 
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I 



Gracey— ^ 

0.20 miles, at |2,500 per mile 1 500 

Other property ' 800 



ft 



1800 



JW— «—•—•■•— ^^>^—^> 



Louisville A Nashville Railroad Company— Cumberland ft Ohio — 

Southern Division. . 

State of Kentucky: 
30.90 miles, at $4,000 per mile $123,600 

Marion County — ^ 

12.17 miles, at $4,000 per ipile $48,680 

Other property ... 800 



I 



$49,480 

Xiebanon-T-, 

0.84 miles, at $4,000 per mile $3,360^ 

Taylor County — 

12.59 miles, at $4,000 per mile $50,360 

Other property 1,500 

* 

$51,860 

'Campbellsville — 

0.82 miles, at $4,000 per mile . . : $3,280 

Other property 1,100 

$4,380 

Green County — 

6.14 miles, at $4,000 per mile $24,560 

Other property 1,000 

$25,560 

Greensburg — 

0.27 miles, at $4,000 per mile $1,080 

Other property 600 

$1,680 



\ 
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liOuisville A Nashville Bailroad Oompany— Oumberland Valley Branch. 

State op Kenttjckt: ' 

47.02 miles, at $11,000 per mile 1517.220 

Other property 23,200 

1540,420 

Bell County— 

20.88 miles, at 111,000 per mile $229,680 

Other pi^perty 9,700 

$239,380 

Pineville — 

2 miles, at $11,000 per mile $22,000 

Other property 1,700 

$23,700 

Middlesborough — 

2.06 miles, at $11,000 per mile $22,6i60 

Other property 6,000 

$28,660 

Knox County — 

25.77 miles, at $11,000 per mile $283,470 

Other property ; 7,000 

$290,470 

Barbourville — 

1,01 miles, at $11,000 per mile $11,100 

Other property i,400 

$13,510 

Whitley County— 

0.37 miles, at $11,000 per mile $4,070 

Other property 6,500 



$10,570 
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\ 

Carbon — 

0.33 miles, at $11,000 per mile -^ $3^630' 

Other property '' 6,0(w '• 

19,630 



Louisville db Nashville Railroad Oompviiy — Henderson Division. 
State of Kentucky: 

97.76 miles, at $33,000 per mile * $3,226,080 

Other property 38,000 

$3,264,080 



> 



Todd County— 

11.81 miles, at $33,000 per mile $389,730 

Other property , 3,100 

$392,830 

Guthrie— 

0.84 miles, at $33,000 per mile .' $27,720 

Other property 1,800 

$29,520 

Allensville — 

1 mile, at $33,000 l)er mile $33,000 

Other property 400 

$33,400 

Trenton — 

0.40 miles, at $33,000 per mile $13,200 

Other property 1,300 

$14,500 

Christian County — 

31.72 miles, at $33,000 per mile $1,046,760 

Other property 14,000 

$1,060,760 
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Pembroke — 

0.40 miles, at 133,000 per mile |13,200 

Other property ^ ^ 900 

114,100 

Hopklnsvllle — 

1.37 miles, at $33,000 per mile 146,210 

Other property ... 10,000 

155,210 

Empire — 
0.49 miles, at 133,000 per mile 116,170 

Crofton— 

0.32 miles, at 133,000 per mile |10,560 

Other property . . . ^ 500 

111,060 

Hopkins County — 

27,72 miles, at 133,000 per mile $914,760 

Other property 9,800 

1924,560 

Morton's Gap— 

0.64 miles, at $33,000 per mile $21,120 

Other property 500 

$21,620 

Barnsley — 

0.65 miles, at $33,000 per mile $21,450 

Other property 100 

$21,550 

Earlington — 

1.18 miles, at $33,000 per mile $38,940 

Other property 5,000 

$43,940 



I 



I 



1 -♦ 

THE RAILROAD COMMISSION. 225 

MadisoQville — 

1.29 miles, at $33,000 per mile 142,570 

Other property 3,000 



Tf 



145,570 



Hanson — 

0.58 miles, at $33,000 per mile $19,140 

Other property ". 500 



$19,640 



Webster County — 

12.06 miles, at $33,000 per mile $397,980 

Other property 1,100 



$399,080 



Slaughtersville — 

0.23 miles, at $33,000 per mile $7,590 

Other property 400 



$7,990 



Sebree — 

1 mile, at $33,000 per mile $33,000 

Other property 700 



$33,700 



Henderson County — 

14.45 miles, at $33,000 per mile $476,850 

Other property 10,000 



$486,850 



Henderson — 

1.45 miles, at $33,000 per mile $47,850 

Other property 7,000 

$54,850 



8 



\ ' 
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Robards — 

0,36 miles, at $33,000 per mile $11,880 

0.045 mil^s, at $33,000 per mile 1,485 

Other property 500 



$13,865 



f 



Louisville ft Nashville Bailroad Oompany— Kadisonville & Providence 

Branclx. 

Stats of Kentucky: 

16.10 miles, at $6,000 per mile $96,600 

Other property 2,250 

$98,850 

Hopkins County — 

14.50 miles, at $6,000 per mile $87,000 

Other property 1,250 



\ 



I 



•i 



$88,250 

Madlsonville — 
0.69 miles, at $6,000 per mile $4,140 

Nebo— 

0.32 miles, at $6,000 per mile $1,920 \ 

Other property 1,200 

$3,120 

Webster County — 

1.60 miles, at $6,000 per mile $9,600 

Other property 1,900 

$10,600 

Providence— 

0.23 miles, at $6,000 per mile $1,380 

Other property 1,800 

$2,380 

< — 



\ . • ^ 
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Xoiiisyille & Nashville B>ailroad Oompany—Kentuckjr Central Baibroad— 

Main Line. 
State of Kentucky: 

119.79 miles, at |15,000 per mile $1,796,850 

29.79 miles, at $10,000 per mile 297,900 

Other property 135,100 

$2,229,850 



Kenton County-;- 

23.68 miles, at $15,000 per inile $355,200 

Other property 112,000 

$467,200 

' " ■ 

Covington — 

0.90 miles, at $15,000 per mile $13,500 

Other property 16,000 

$29,500 



Central Covinston — 

0.78 miles, at $15,000 per mile $11,700 

Other propeity 90,000 

$101,700 

South Covinston District— 

a71 miles, at $15,000 per mile $10,650 

Other property 300 

$10,950 

Pendleton County— 

25.24 miles, at $15,000 per mile $378,600 

Other property 2,500 

$381,100 

Demossville — 

0.24 miles, at $15,000 per mile $3,600 

Other property 400 

$4,000 
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Butler— 

0.32 miles, at $15,000 per mile $4,800 

Other property 500 

|5,S00 

\ 

Lynn — 

0.28 miles, at $15,000 per mile $4,200 

Other property 200 

$4,400 

Falmouth— < 

0.47 miles, at $15,000 per mile $7,050 

Other property 1,000 

$8,05(1 



Aarriaon Cauntyy- 

21.22 miles, at $15,000 per mile $S18,800 

' Other property 4,0U0 

$822,300 

fierry — 

0.50 miles, at $15,000 per mile , .^ $7,500 

Other property 500 

$8,000 

Cynthiana'— 

0.72 miles, at $15,000 per mile $10,800 

Other property 2,100 

$12,900 

Bourbon County — 

17.96 miles, at $15,000 per mile $269,400 

Other property 5,000 

$274,400 



t 

I 

\ 
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Paris — 

l,8a!^miles, at $15,000 per mile 

Other property 

•Clark County — 

16.91 miles, at 115,000 per mile 

Other property 

« 

Winchester — 

1.56 miles, at $15,000 per mile 

Other property 

Ford— ' 

0.48 miles, at $15,000 per mile «... 

Other property 

Madison Coimty— 

14.79 miles, at $15,000 per mile 

13.07 miles, at $10,000 per mile *! . « 

Other property 

Richmond — 

1.93 miles, at $15,000 per mile 

Other property 

Berea — 

0.77 miles, at $10,000 per mile 

Other property 
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$27,450 
3,500 

$30,950 



$253,650 
5,000 

$258,650 



$23,400 
3,000 

$26,400 



$7,200 
300 

$7,500 



$221,850 

130,700 

5,000 

$357,650 



$28,950 
3,000 

$31,950 



$7,700 
700 



$8,400 






:;>»■■ < 



\ 



I 
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y 

Rockcastle County — 

16.71 miles, at $10,000 per mile $167,100 

Other property 1,600 



$168,700 



Iiouisvllle ft Naikhville Railroad Company— Kentuoky Central Railroad- 
Lexington & Paris Branch. 
State of Kentucjky: 

. 17.86 miles, at $10,000 per mile $178,600 

Other property 4,000 

$182,600 

Bourbon County — 

, ^.82 miles, at $10,000 per mile $88,200 

Other property 500 

$88,700 

Paris— 
0.10 miles, at $10,00Q per mile $1,000 

Fayette County — 
9.04 miles, at $10,000 per mile $90,400 

Other property 3.500 

\ 

$93,900 

Lexington — 

1.34 miles, at $10,000 per mile $13,400 

Other property 2,500 

$15,900 



Louisville & Nashville Railroad Company— Kentucky Central Railroad — 

Paris & Maysville Branch. 
State op Kentucky: 

49.32 miles, at $9,000 per mile $443,880 

Other property 8,100 

$451,980 



^ 
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Bourbon County — 

9.80 miles, at 19,000 per mile 188,200 

Other property . . , • 300 

$88,500 

Paris— 
0.35 miles, at $9,000 per mile $8,150 

Millersburg — 

0.71 miles, at $9,000 per mile $M90 

Other property ^^ 

$6,890 

Nicholas County — 

16.75 miles, at $9,00 per mile $141,750 

Other property 1.800 

$143,550 

Carlisle — ' 

0.40 miles, at $9,000 per mile $3,600 

Other property 1»700 

$5,300 

Fleming County — 

8.92 miles, at $9,000 per mile $80,280 

Other property • 1»000 

$81,280 

Mason County — 

14.85 miles, at $9,000 per mile $133,650 

Other property 5,000 

$138,650 

Maysville — 

0.53 miles, at $9,000 per mile $4,770 

Other property 5,000 

$9,770 
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Louisville A Nashville Bailroad Gompany— Kentucky Central Railroad — 

Richmond Branch. 
State of Kentucky: 

30.46 miles, at f 5,000 per mile |152,300 

Other property 2,900 

1155,200 

Madison County — 

11.78 miles, at |5,000 per mile 158,900 

Other property 600 

159,500 

Garrard County — 

14.20 miles, at $5,000 per mile |71,00a 

Other property ♦ 2,00a 

173,000 

Lancaster — 

0.58 miles, at $5,000 per mile , |2,900 

Other property 600 

$3,500 

Lincoln County — 

4.48 miles, at |5,000 per mile |2:s,400 

Other property '. 300' 



■ I 



|22,VOO 

Rowland — 
0.53 miles, at $5,000 per mile $2,650' 



Louisville St Nashville Bvilroad Company — Knoxville Branch. 
State of Kentucky: 

171.17 miles, at $18,500 per mile ,. . . . $3,166,645 

Other property 27,400- 

$3,194,04& 
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BuUitt County— 
2.65 miles, at $18,500 per mile 149,025 

JLebanon Junction — 
0.39 miles, at flS,500l>er mile $7,215 

Nelson County — 

16.60 miles, at $18,500 per mile $307,100 

Other property ^ 2,750 

$309,850 

t 

New Haven — 

0;41 miles, at $18,500 per mile ,..,.. $7,585 

Other property 1,300 

$8,885 

(Larue County — 

2.98 miles, at $18,500 per mile $55,130 

Other property 600 

$55,730 

Uarion County — 

28.82 miles, at $18,500 per mile j $533,170 

« 

Other property 6,500 

$539,670 

Xiebanon — 

1.28 miles, at $18,500 per mile $23,680 

Other property 4,600 

$28,280 

Boyle County— 

15.35 miles, at $18,500 per mile $283,975 

Other property 2,000 

$285,975 



^ • M 
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Parksville — 

0.46 miles, at |18,500 per mile |8,510 

Other property 400 

-^,910 

Junction City — 

1 mile, at $18,500 per mile f 18,500 

Other property 40 

118,540 

Shelby City— 

0.56 miles, at f 18,500 per mile 19,250 

Other property 400 

f9,650 

Lincoln County — 

22.42 miles, at $18,500 per mile $414,770 

Other property , 7,000 

$421,770 

Stanford — 

1.52 miles, at $18,500 per mile $28,120 

Other property 1,200 

$29,320 

Rowland — 

1.18 miles, at $18,500 per mile $21,830 

Other property 2,000 

$23,830 

Crab Orchard — 

1.13 miles, at $18,500 per mile $20,905 

Other property 650 

$21,555 



\ 
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Rockcastle (bounty — 

22.90 miles, at f 18,500 per mile $423,660 

Other property 5»^^ 



% 



$428,650 



Broadhead — 

1.64 miles, at $18,500 per mile $30,340 

Other property 250 



$30,590 



Mt Vernon — 

1 mile, at $18,600 per mile $18,600 

Other property ^^ 



$19,100 



Laurel County — 

29.51 miles, at $18,500 per mile $545,935 

Other property 3,600 



$549,535 



Pittsburg— 

1.55 miles, at $18,500 per mile $28,675 

Other property 300 



$28,975 



London — 

0.88 miles, at $18,500 per mile $16,250 

Other property 1»000 



$17,280 



Whitley County— 

29.94 miles, at $18,500 per mile $553,890 

Other property '3,500 



$557,390 



^ > 









u»- 
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Ctorbin— 

0.68 miles, at |18,500 per mile $12,580 

Other property 40O 

$12,980 

Woodbine— 4 

1.96 miles, at $18,500 per mile $36,260 

O^er property 800 

' $37,060 

Williamsburg— 

L40' miles, at $18,500 per mile $25,900 

Other property 90O 

$26,800 

Jellico — 

0.40 miles at $18,500 per mile $7,400 

Other property 350 

$7,750 

ff 

Knox County — 
Other property $50 

Iiouisville & Nashville Bai^oad Company— Lexington <B«aiKi);; r 
State of Kentucky: 

66.03 miles, at 10,000 per mile $660,300^ 

Other property 48,100 

$708,400 

Fayette County — 

9.78 miles, at $10,000 per mile $97,800 

Other property 25,000 

$122,800 



\ 



\ 
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Lexington — 

1.02 miles, at |10,000 per mile $10,200 

O^her property 21,650 

131,850 

Franklin County — 

15.57 miles, at |10»000 per mile ?155,700 

Other property 1 15,109 

. ' $170,800 

«i«MMiM^^li^Mi^MMaiMBM^^a^^^ 

Frankfort — 

1 mile, at $10,000 per mile $10,000 

Other propel'ty 13,725 

« 

$23,725 

Henry County — 

13.83 miles, at $10,000 per mile $138,300 

. Other property 3,000 

$141,300 

Smithfield— 

0.40 miles, at $10,000 per mile $4,000 

Other property 500 

$4,500 

Eminence — 

1 mile, at $10,000 per mile $10,000 

Other property , 1,450 

I I I 

$11,450 

Pleasureville— 

0.49 miles, at $10,000 per mile $4,900 

Other property 750 

$5,650 
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Oldham CJounty — 
2.29 miles, at f 10,000 per mile $22,900 



/ 



Scott CJounty — 

1.95 miles, at |10,000 per mile $19,500 

Other property , 450 

$19,950 



Shelby County— 

12.77 miles, at $10,000 per ndle ...i. $127,700 

Other property ..., 1,900 

$129,600 

Croppers' — 

0.76 miles, at $10,000 per mile $7,600 

Other property 300 

$7,900 

Bagdad— 

0.48 miles, at $10,000 per mile ; $4,800 

Other property 500 

$5,300 

Woodford County— 

9.84 miles, at $10,000 per mile $98,400 

Other property ,-. 2,600 

$101,000 

Midway— 

0.65 miles, at $10,000 per mile $6,500 

Other property 1,100 

$7,600 



I 



/ . , ^ 
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Louisville (ft Tfl^ashville Railroad Company— Shelby Cut-Off. 
State of Kentucky: 
8.51 miles, at |10,D00 per mile 185,100 

OfEer property 4,600 

■ ■ .1. ■ ■ 

$89,700 



Shelby County— 

8.51 miles, at $10,000 per mile $85,100 

Other property 4,600 

$89,700 



ShelbyvilU 

0.30 miles, at $10,000 per mile $3,000 

Other property 4,500 

$7,500 



IiOuisvHle & Nashville Bailroad Company — ^Louisville, Harrod's Creek A 

Westport Railroad Company. 

State of Kentucky: 

11.16 miles, at $4,000 per mile $44,640 

Other property 1,400 

$46,040 



Jefferson County — 

11.16 miles, at $4,000 per mile $44,640 

Other property 1,400 



$46,040 



Louisville — 
1.82 miles, at $4,000 per mile $7,280 






/ 



I 



/ 
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Xrf>ttiaTiUe & Nashville Bailroad Oompany— Hemphis Branch. 
State of Ksntccst: 

46.i6 mUes, at J12,000 per mUe $557,520 

Other property . 11.676 

tE6&,195 

Logan County — 

88.73 mUes, at ?12,000 per mile 1344,640 

Other property (6,000 

|350,64O 

Auburn — 

L03 mileB. at ?13,000 per mile ' $12,360 

Other property ■ 1,160 

113,510 

BuBBellTllle — 

1.83 miles, at $13,000 per mile $15,960 

Other property 2.600 

$18,460 

SlnipBon County — 
0.89 mUes, at $13,000 per mile $11,880 

Todd County— 

8.46 mllen, at $12,000 per mile $101,520 

Other property 5,460 

$106,970 

AUensTflle — 

1 mile, at $12,000 per mile $12,000 

Other property 475 

$12,475 



• t 



• 
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"Outhrie — 

0.90 miles, at $12,000 per mile $10,800 

Other property 4,350 

$15,160 

rf I I 

"Warren County — 

8.29 miles, at $12,000 per mile $99,480 

Other property 225 

« 

$99,T05 



liOuisville & Nashville Railroad Company— Middlesborough Bailroad. / 

State of Kentucky: 

6.03 miles, at $12,000 per mile $72,360 

Other property 500 

$72,860 

JBell County— 

6.03 miles, at $12,000 per mile $72,360 

Other property ., 500 

$72,860 

Ikliddlesborough — 

2.57 miles, at $12,000 per mile ' $30,840 

Other property 500 

$31,340 



liOuiflville A; Nashville Bailroad Comprny— Owensboro A; Nashville 

Bailroad. 

43tate: of Kentucky: 

83.46 miles, at $5,000 per mile $417,300 

Other property 35,150 



$452,450 
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Daviess County- 
IMS miles, at $5,000 per mile r72,25a 

Other property 25,550 

197,800 

Owensboro — 
Other property |7,150 

Logan County (See Note)— 

30.22 miles, at $5,000 per mile $151,100 

Other property 4,300 

$155,400 

Russellville — 

1 mile, at $5,000 per mile $5,000 

Other property 2,200 

$7,200 

Lewtsburg — 

0.58 miles, at $5,000 per mile $2,900 

Other property 760 

$3,660 

Adairville — ^ 
Other property 860 

McLean County — 

11.36 miles, at $5,000 per mile $56,800 

Other property 1,800 

$58,600 

Livermore — 

0.61 miles, at $5,000 per mile $3,050 

Other property 700 

$3,750 



; 



f 

; 



THE RAIIiROAD COMMISSION. 243 



Muhlenberg County— 

'27.43 miles, at $5,000 per mile $137,150 

Other property 3,500 



1140,650 

I 



South Carrollton— 

0.70 miles, at $5,000 per mile $3,500 

Other property '. 600 



$4,100 



Central City— 

0.86 miles, at $5,000 per mile $4,300 

Other property 1,800 



$6,100 



Drakesboro — 

0.70 miles, at $5,000 per mile $3,500 

Other property 250 



$3,750 



Dunmor — 

0.46 miles, at $5,000 per mile $2,250 

Other property .• 50 



$2,300 



Iiouisville A Nashville Railroad Company— Mud Biver Branch. 
State of Kbktuoky: 
4.64 miles, at $4,000 per mile $18,560 



Muhlenberg County — 
4.64 miles, at $4,000 per mile $18,560 
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Ijouisyille dt Nashville Railroad Company— Slielby Bailroad Company. 

,State op Kbntuoky: 

18.76 miles, at $7,000 per mile f 131,320 

Other property 6,145 



$137,465 

4 

Jefferson County— 

7.44 miles, at $7,000 per mile ^ $52,080 

Other property 3,645 

$55,725 



-t- 



Louisville- 
Other property $3,355 



Anchorage— 
0.04 miles, at $7,000 per mile $280 



Shelby County— 

11.32 miles, at $7,000 per mile $79,240 

OUier property 2,500 

$81,740 



ShelbyvilU 
0.386 miles, at $7,000 per mile $2,702 

Other property 2,000 

\ 

T— - - - , ^ 1 M„ -, T 

$4,702 



^^^ 



Simpsonville — 

0.346 miles, at $7,000 per mile , $2,422 

Other property 400 

$2,822 
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Louisville & Nashville BaUroad Company— Elkton A Guthrie Bailroad 

Compaxiy. 
State of Kentucky: « 

10,92 miles, at |3,000 per mil« : $32,760 

Other property 1,400 

$34,160 

Todd Comity — 

10.92 miles, at f3,000 per mile |32,760 

Otlier property 1,400 

$34,160 

Elkton— 

0.50 miles, at $3,000 per mile $1,500 

Other property 1,400 

$2j900 

I * 

« 

Louisville St Nashville Railroad Company— Altamont & Manchester 

Railroad Company. 
State of Kentucky: 

2.98 miles, at $4,000 per mile $11,920 

Laurel County — 
2,98 miles, at $4,000 per mile $11,920 

Mammoth Cave Railroad Company. 
(J. A. McGrOOdwin, President, Franklin, Ky.) 
State of Kentucky: 
8.75 miles, at $2,000 per mile $17,500 

Barren County — 
2.01 miles, at $2,000 per mile $4,0^ 

t ■ ■ 

Glasgow Junction — 
$0.63 miles, at $2,000 per mile $1,260 

Edmonson County — 
6.74 miles, at 42,000 per mile $13,480 



/ 



1587,000 



1117,380 
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Mobile ft Ohio Bailroad Company. 

(H. W. Miller, Tax OommiBsioner, Raleigh, N. €.) 

5tate of Kentttcky: 

41 miles, at |14,000 per mile $574,000 

Other property/ 1,300 

Ballard County — 

8.17 miles, at |14,000 per mile |114,380 

Other property 3,000 

WickUffe— 

0.50 miles, at |14,000 per mile 

Other property I 

Carlisle County — 

9.10 miles, at |14,000 per mile / 1127,400 

Other property 2,500 

Berkeley — 

0.544 miles, at 114,000 per mile 

Other property -, 

Fulton County — 

6.58 miles, at |14,000 per mile $92,120 

Other property 5,000 



$7,000 
700 



$7,700 



1129,900 



$7,616 
800 



$8,416 



$97,120 
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Hickman County — 

17.15 mile»> at |14,000 per mile ,.. 

Other property 

Columbus — 

0.56 miles, at |14,000 per mile ! 

Other property 



247 



1240,100 
2,500 



1242,600 



17,840 
2,000 



19,840 



182,600 



Nashville, Ohattanooga & St. Louis Bailway Company. 

(J. H. Ambrose, Secretary, Nashville, Tenn.) 

State of KiEWTucKY; 

8.40 miles, at |9,000 per mile 175,600 

Other property 7,000 

Fulton County — 

8.40 miles, at |9,000 per mile 175,600 

Other property 7,000 

Hickman — ^ 
Other property |6,000 



182,600 



Nashville, Chattanooga & St. Louis Bailway Company— Paducah, Tenn- 
essee & Alabama Bailroad Company. 

State of Kentucky: 

49.23 miles, at |10,000 per mile $492,300 

Other property : 18,000 



1510,300 
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Calloway CJounty— 

17.97 miles, at flO,000 per mile 1179,700 

Other property 4,000 

1183,700 

•^■^■^^^^^"■"•"^■^^^^^ 

Murray — 

1 mile, at |10,000 per mile $10,000 

Other property 1,600 

111,600 

Bezter — 

0.50 miles, at |10,000 per mile f 5,000 

Other property * 500 

15,500 

Graves County— 
0.49 miles, at 110,000 per mile $4,900 

Harshall County — 

17.99 miles, at |10,000 per mile f 179,900 

Other property 3,000 

$182,900 

a_ r 

Benton — 

0.81 miles, at $10,000 per mile |8,100 

Other property 600 

18,700 

« 
Hardin — 

0.42 miles, at $10,000 per mile $4>200 

Other property ,.... 500 



$4,700 



i 



I 
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McCracken County— 
12.78 miles^ at |10,000 per mile 
Other property , 



Paducah — 
2.02 miles, at 110,000 per mile 
Other property 



« 



• 



1 I 

i 



1127,800 V 
11.000 


1 


1138,800 


\ 


120,200 
11,000 


■ 


131,200 


1 



Norfolk & Western Railroad Company. 
(M. C. Jameson, Comptroller, Roanoke, Va.) 
State of Kentucky: 
0.29 miles, at $20,000 per mile |5,80O 



Pike County — 
0.29 miles, at ?20,000 per mile |5,80O 



Paducah Union Depot Company. 
(W. L. Tarbet, Tax Commissioner, Chicago, 111.) 
State of Kentucky : 

0.70 miles, at |6,000 per mile | 4,200 

Other property 16,000 



« 



120,200 



McCracken County — 

0.70 miles, at J6,000 per mile I 4,200 

Other property 16,000 



120,200 



Paducah — 

0.70 miles, at ?6,000 per mile $ 4,200 

Other property 16,000 



?20,20O 



I . I 

I 

r 

V 

• 1 
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/ 



Pittsburg, Cincinnati, Chicago & St. Louis Railway Company. 
(Chas. H. Qlbson, Attorney, Louisville, Ky.) 
State of Kentucky: 

5.08 miles, at |10,000 per mile 150,800 

Other property .^ 97,500 



1148,300 

«^— — — — ^« * ■ m 

i 

Jefferson County — 

5.08 miles, at $10,000 per mile |50,800 

Other property '. 97,500 

$148,300 

Houisville — 

5.08 miles, at |10,000 per mile $50,800 

Other property 97,500 

$148,300 



Portsmouth ft Tygart Valley Railroad Company. 
(A. T. Johnson, President, Portsmouth, O.) 

State of Kentucky: 

6.25 miles, at $2,000 per mile $12,500 

Other property 250 



$1-^750 



Carter County— 

6.2.? miles, at $2,000 per mile $12,500 

Other property 250 



$12,750 



Proctor Coal Company's Railrood. 

State of Kentucky: 
3.75 miles, at $3,000 per mile $11,250 



iJ^'hitley County — 

3.75 miles, at $3,000 per mile 1.11.230 
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B«d Biver Valley Railroad Company. 

(A. L. French, Vice-President, Roth well, Ky.) 

State of Kentucky: 

14 miles. At 1,500 per mile 

Other property ', 

Menifee County — 

14 miles, at 1,500 per mile 

Other property 
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?21,000 
l,50a 



122,500' 



121,000 
1,500 



122,500^ 



Shelbyville, Bloomfield & Ohio Bailroad Company. 

(C. O. Bradford, Real Estate Agent, Louisville, Ky.) 

State of Kentucky: 

26.72 miles, at |2,000 per mile 

Other property 

Nelson County — 

3.54 miles, at |2,000 per mile 

Other property 

Bloomfield— 

0.25 miles, at $2,000 per mile 

Other property 

Spencer County — 

13.53 miles, at |2,000 per mile 

Other property 



153,440 
3,S50 



157,290' 



?7,080 
1,250 



18,330 



% 500 
1,250- 



11.750' 



127,060 
1,400' 



128,460- 
i 



f 
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Taylorsville— 

0.64 miles, at |2,000 per mile f 1,280 

Other property 700 



/ 



n.980 



Shelby County— 

9.66 miles, at |2,000 per mile > ,. $19,320 

Other property 1,200 



$20,520 



ShelbyvilU 

0.53 miles, at |2,000 per mile |1,060 

Other property c 500 



11,560 



Southern Railway Company in Kentucky. 

(H. W. Miller, Tax Commissioner, Raleigh, N. C.) 

iState op Kentucky: 

80.117 miles at $13,000 per mile $1,041,521 

Other property 52,700 

$1,094,221 



Anderson County — 

14.058 miles, at $13,000 per mile $182,754 

Other property 3,200 



$185,954 



Lawrenceburg — 

1.67 miles, at $13,000 per mile $21,710 

Other property 2,000 

$23,710 



( ( 

• .■ 
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/ 

Tyrone — 

0.144 miles, at f 13,000 per mile |1,872 

Other property 500 

12,372 



Fayette County — 

8.326 miles, at |13,000 per mile |108,238 

Other property 500 

1108,738 



Lexington — 
0.159 miles, at |13,000 per mile $2,067 



Jefferson County — 

2iJ387 miles, at |13,000 per mile $278,031 

Other property '. 40,000 

$318,031 

Louisville — 

1.94 miles, at 113,000 per mile |25,220 

Other property 22,000 

147,220 



Shelby County — 

24.299 miles, at $13,000 per mile $315,887 

Other property 6,500 

$322,387 



Shelbyville— 

0.69 miles, at $13,000 per mile $8,970 

Other property 2,500 

$11,470 



I 



« 
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Waddy— 

0.50 miles, at 113,000 per mile 16,500 

Other property 500 



|7,00O 



Woodford County — 

12.047 miles, at $18,000 per mile |156,611 

Other property ^ 2,500 



1159,111 

Versailles — 

0.58 miles, at ?13,000 per mile |7,540 

Other property 2,000 



19,540 



Southern Railway Company in Kentucky— Burgin Branch. 
State of Kentucky: 

25.97 miles, at |12,500 per mile |324,625 

Other property 3,500 



• 



1328,125 



/ 



Anderson County — 

6.84 miles, at |12,500 per mile $85,500 

Other property 500 

$86,000 



Lawrenceburg — 
0.82 miles, at $12,500 per mile $10,250 



Mercer County — 

19.13 miles, at $12,500 , $239,125 

Other property 3,000 



$242,125 
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» 
Harrodsburg — 

2,16 miles, at |12,500 per mile ?27,000 

Other property 1,875 

128,875 

Burgin — 
0.072 miles, at |12,500 per mile $900 



Southern Railway Company in Kentucky— Georgetown Branch. 
State of Kentucky: 

16.738 miles, at f 5,000 per mile a. . |83,690 

Other property 900 

184,590 



Scott County — 
7.60 miles, at ?5,000 per mile . . .' 138,000 

Qeorgetown — 
0.389 miles, at |5,000 per mile |1,945 

Woodford County — 

9.138 miles, at |5,000 per mile $45,690 

Other property 900 

^— — ^— ^^— ~^ ■ 

146,590 

Versailles — 
0.06 miles, at |5,000 per mile |300 

Midway — 

0.50 miles, at|5,000 per mile |2,500 

Other property 900 

13,400 
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St. Louis, Iron tfountain Sc Soutliem lUtilway Company. 
(S. Ik Higlileyinan, Tax Commissioner, St Louis, Mo.) 
State of Kentucky: 

L18 miles, at $10,000 per mile ?11,800^ 

Other property i 400 

112,200 

Hickman County — 

1.18 miles, at |10,000 per mile $11,800 

Other property 400* 

$12,200 

Columbus — 

L18 miles, at $10,000 per mile $11,800 

Other property 400 

$12,200- 



' West Virginia, Pineville & Tennessee Railway Company. 
State of Kentucky: 
2.016 miles, at $3,000 per mile $6,048 

Bell County— 
2.016 miles, at $3,000 per mile $6,048- 



Pineville — 
1.016 miles, at $3,000 per mile $3,048^ 



-£. 



Kentucky Western Railway Company. 
(I. H. Wheatcraft, President, Dixon, Ky.) 
State op Kentucky: 

18.30 miles, at $3,000 per mile $54,900* 

& • 

Webster — 

18.30 miles, at $3,000 per mile $54,900 

& • 

Lisman — 

0.50 miles, at $3,000 per mile $1,500 

& ■ 






\ 
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Clay— 
1 mile, at 13,000 per mile |3,000 

i « 

Dixon — 
0.75 miles, at ?3,000 per mile |2,250 



Kentacky ft Indiana Bridge ft Kailroad Company. 
(H. W. Heazlitt, Secretary,. Ix)ilisville, Ky.) 

STAT£ of KBNTU0K7: 

7.50 miles, at |20,000 per mile 1150,000 

0.55 mile, K. & I. Bridge 675,000 

Other property : . . . 95,000 

1920,000 

Jefferson County — 

7.50 miles; at |20,000 per mile 1150,000 

0.55 mile, K. & I. Bridge 675,000 

Other property 95,000 

9920,000 

Ix>uisyille — , 

7.50 miles, at |20,000 per mile 1150,000 

0.55 mile, K. & 1. Bridge 675,000 

Other property 95,000 

9920,000 



Ohio ft Kentucky Bailway Company. 
(H. W. Hager, Secretary, Lexington, Ky.) 

State of Kentuckt: 
25.63 miles, at |1,000 per mile |25,630 



Breathitt County — 
13.82 miles, at |1,000 per mile |13,820 



9 
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Wolfe County— 
6.87 miles, at J1,000 per mile 16,870 



Morgan County — 
4.94 miles, at |1,000 per mile |4,940 



State of Kentucky, 

Office of the Railroad Commission 

CiTT OF Frankfort. 



■I 



We, the underisigned, members of the Railroad Commission of Kentucky, 
duly elected and qualified according to law, hereby certify that the foregoing 
pages, from and including page 1, to the beginning of this certificate, em- 
brace the valuation, as fixed by us, of property of companies owning or opera- 
ating railroads subject to taxation in the State of Kentucky for th^e year 1901; 
that the figures set opposite the name of the State, counties, xiities, incor- 
porated towns and taxing districts, respectively, show .the valuation of rail- 
road property therein subject to taxation in same, and that said valuation 
is made by us as required by law. 

Given under our hands, this 27th day of November, 1901. 

J. F. DEMPSEY, 
C. C. McCHORD, 
JOHN C. WOOD, 

Commissioners. 



( 
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RAILROAD ASSESSMENT, 1901 



The following Is a list of railroads in Kentucky and valuations placed 
thereon for school district taxation for the year 1901, by the Railroad Com- 
mission of Kentucky. 

I 

_/ 
Ashland Coal A Iron Railway Company. 

School District No. 7, Boyd County — 

No mileage. 

Other property 110,170 

School District No. 8— 
2.08 miles, at |16,000 per mile .^ $33,280 

School District No. 10— 

0.75 mile, at $16,000 per mile |12,000 

Other property 9,774 

121.774 

School District No. 11— 

2.977 miles, at $16,000 per mile $47,632 

Other property 4,344 

$51,976 

School District No 14— 

2.00 miles, at $16,000 per mile $32,000 

Other property 6,215 

$38,215 

School District No 15— 
1.61 miles, at $16,000 per mile *. $25,760 

School District No. 20— 
No mileage. 
Other property , $11,704 



r 

' V ' ' ,' 
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School District No 32— 

1.10 miles, at |16,000 per mile 

Other property . .' 

School District No 36— 

2.04 miles, at f 16,000 per mile 

Other property ; 

t 

School District No. 40-^ 
No mileage. 
Other property 

School District No 19— 
No mileage. 
Other property 

School District No. 37, Carter County — 

2.47 miles, at 116,000 per mile 

Other property 

School District No 46— 
2.33 miles, at f 16,000 per mile 

School District No. 56 — 

2.995 miles, at $16,000 per mile 

Other property 



117,600 
22,251 

139,851 



$32,640 
21,636 

$54,276 



$6,922 



$11,446 



$39,520 
16,159 

$55,679 



$37,280 



$47,920 
32,318 



Altamont A Manchester Railroad Company. 
School District No. 43, Laurel County— 
0.79 mile, at $ per mile 



$80,238 



School District No. 48— 
1.10 miles, at $ per mile 



% 



I 
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School District No. 16— 
0.44 mile, at $ per mile 



Burnside & Cumberland Biver Railroad Company. 
School District No. 63, Pulaski County— 

1.00 mile, at |8,000 per mile 18,000 

Other property 1,000 



%|9,000 



Chesapeake & Nashville Railroad Company. 
School District No. 1, Allen County — 
0.78 mile, at |4,500 per mile $3,150 

School District No 5^— 
1.84 miles, at |4,500 per mile 18,280 

School District No 3— 
2.60 miles, at |4,500 per mile ..'..... |11,700 

School District No. 35— 
2.16 miles, at |4,500 per mile $9,720 

* 

School District No. 65— 
2.18 miles, at $4,500 per mile $9,810 



Chicago, St. Louis & New Orleans Railroad Company— Main Line. 

School District No. 20, Ballard County- 
No mileage. 
Other property $2,090 

School District No. 32— . 
2.00 miles, at 21,000 per mile $42,000 

School District No 35— 

5.34 miles, at $21,000 per mile $112,140 

Other property 1,177 

$113,317 



I f 



• ( 
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School District No. 37— 

0.89 mile, at |21,000 per mile I 18,61^0 

2.27 miles, Cairo Bridge , 2,000,000 

Other property 6,000 

12,024,690 

School District No. 20, Carlisle County— 
0.62 mile, at 121,000 per mile $13,020 

f == 

School District No. 22— 

3.14 miles, at |21,000 per mile |65,940 

Other property 525 

166,465 

School District No. 23— 

1.89 miles, at |21,000 per mile |39,690 

Other property 500 

140,190 

School District No. 25— 
0.93 mile, at $21,000 per mile 119,530 

School District No. 26— 

2.04 miles, at $21,000 per mile $42,840 

Other property 1,600 

I 

$44,440 

School District No. 29— 
0.98 mile, at $21,000 per mile $20,580 

School District No. 34— 
1.20 miles, at $21,000 per mile $25,200 

School District No. 35— 
1.08 miles, at $21,000 per mile $22,680 



I . . , 1 

r I ■ ' " 

I 
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I 

I 
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School District No. 1, Fulton County — 

1.92 miles, at |21,000 per mile , |40,320 

Other property 1,485 

$41,805 

School District No: 20— 
2.75 miles, at |21,000 per mile $57,750 

School District No. 22— 
0.25 mile, at $21,000 per piile $5,250 

• School District No. 38— 

2.27 miles, at $21,000 per mile $47,670 

Other property 484 

$48,154 

School District No. 6, Hickman County— 

2.24 miles, at $21,000 per mile $47,040 

Other property 1,320 

$48,360 

School District No. 13— 
0.54 mile, at $21,000 per mile $1.,340 

School District No. 15— 
0.92 mile, at $21,000 per mile $19,320 

School District No. 16— 
1.87 miles, at $21,000 per mile $39,270 

School District No. 22— 
2.20 miles, at $21,000 per mile *. . $16,200 

School District No. 23— 

2.15 miles, at $21,000 per mile $45,150 

Other property 1,595 

$46,745 

School District No. 38— 
2.89 miles, at $21,000 per mile $60,690 
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Chicago, St. liOuis & New Orleans Bailroad Company— Elizabethtown 

Branch. 

School District No. 1, Hardin County — 
1.39 miles, at 96,000*per mile $8,340 

School District No. 22— 

1.74 miles, at $6,000 per mile $10,440 

Other property 110 

$10,550 

School District No. 23— 

1.02 miles, at $6,000 per mile $6,120 

Other property 1,110 

$7,220 



Chicago, St. Louis & New Orleans Bailroad Company— Louisville Branch. 

School District No. 1, Caldwell County— 

3.71 miles, at $19,000 per mile $70,490 

Other property 800 

$71,290 

School District No. 17— 
2.21 miles, at $19,000 per mile $41,990 

School District No. 24— 

1.90 miles, at $19,000 per mile $36,100 

Other property 300 

$36,400 

School District No. 34— 
3.27 miles, at $19,000 per mile $62,130- 

School District No. 36— 
2.51 miles, at $19,000 per mile $47,690 



\ 
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f 

School District No. 47— 

2.51 miles, at |19,000 per mile $47,690 

, Other property ^ 200 



147,890 



School District No. 57— 

2,73 miles, at $19,000 per mile , $51,870 

Other property 200 



$52,070 



School District No. 65— 
0.74 mile, at $19,000 per mile $14,060 



School District No. 1, Fulton County — 

2.01 miles, at $19,000 per mile $38,190 

Other property 6,000 



$44,190 



School District No. 25, Graves CJounty 

1.85 miles, at $19,000 per mile $35,150 

Other property 250 



$35,400 



School District No. 26— ^ 

1.65 miles, at $19,000 per mile $31,350 

Other property 400 



$31,750 



School District No. 28— 
1.50 miles, at $19,000 per mile $28,500 



• ——————— 

School District No. 86— 
1.50 miles, at $19,000 per mile $28,500 



School , District No. 88— 
8.55 miles, at $19,000 per mile $67,450 



V 



1 
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School District No. 43— 

2.15 miles, at |19,000 per mile 140,850 

Other property 1,500 



I 



$42,350 



School District No. 51— 
2.60 miles, at $19,000 per mile $47,500 



School District No. 66— 
1.70 miles, at $19,000 per mile $32,300 



School District No. 67— 
2.65 miles, at $19,000 per mile $50,350 



School District No. 73— 
2.20 miles, at $19,000 per mile $41,800 



School District No. 69— 

2.80 miles, at |19,000 per mile $53,200 

Other property i • 800 



$54,000 



School District No. 86— 
1.80 miles, at $19,000 per mile $34,200 



School District No. 94— 
0.34 mile, at $19,000 per q^ile $6,460 



School District No. 99— 
1.13 miles, at $19,000 per mile $21,470 



School District No. 102— 
1.50 miles, at $19,000 per mile $28,500 



School District No. 1, Grayson County — * 

2.94 miles, at $19,000 per mile $55,860 

Other property 500 

$56,360 
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I 

School District No. 18— 
0.27 mile, at |ld,000 per mile 

School District No. 24— 
2.64 miles, at |19,000 per mile 

School District No. 2S— 

3.62 miles, at $19,000 per mile 

Other property : 

School District No. 35— 

1.82 miles, at $19,000 per mile 

Other property , . . 

School district No. 42— 

4.02 miles, at |19,000 per mile 

Other property 

School District No. 50— 
2.32 miles, at |19,000 per mile 

$ 

School District No. 52— 

1.72 miles, at |19,000 per mile 

Other property 

School District No. 58— 

' 2.92 miles, at |19,000 per mile 

Oljlier property 

( 

School District No. 59— 
0.77 mile, at $19,000 per mile 
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$5,130 



$50,160 



$68,780 
250 

» ■ 

$69,030 



$34,580 
500 

$35,080 



$76,380 
200 

$76,580 



$44,080 



$32,680 
500 

$38,180 



$55,480 
400 

$65,880 



$14,630 



/ 
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School District No. 67— 

1.19 miles, at |19,000 per mile 122,610 

Other property 100 



« 



122,710 



School District No. 80— 
1.26 miles, at |19,000 per mile . |23,940 



School District No. 82— 

2.14 miles, at |19,000 per mile |40,660 

Other property 100 



$40,760 



School District No. 90— 
0.90 mile, at |19,000 per mile $17,000 



School District No. 96— 
2.74 miles, at $19,000 per mile $52,060 



School District No. 99— 

1.88 miles, at $19,000 per mile $35,720 

Other property 200 



$35,920 



School District No. 23, Hardin County— 

2.59 miles, at $19,000 per mile $49,210 

Other property 2,000 



$51,210 



School District No. 24— 

3.19 miles, at $19,000 per mile $60,610 

Other property 500 



$61,110 



School District No. 83— 

1.84 miles, at $19,000 per mile $34,960 

Other property 300 

$35,260 
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School District No. 37— 

3.13 miles, at |19,000 per mile, |59,470 

Other property 200 

159,670 

School District No. 38— 

3.06 miles, at $19,000 per mile $58,140 

School District No. 51— 
2.50 miles, at |19,000 per mile $47,500 

School District No. 55— 

2M miles, at $19,000 per mile $41,990 

Other property 200 

$42,190 

School District No. 63— - 

2.89 miles, at $19,000 per mile $54,910 

Other property i,000 

$55,910 

School District No. 64— 
1.92 miles, at $19,000 per mile $36,480 

School District No. 66— 
2.44 miles, at $19,000 per mile $46,360 

School District No. 68— 

1.41 miles, at $19,000 per mile $26,790 

Other property 800 

$27,590 

School District No. 69— 
1.85 miles, at $19,000 per mile $35,150 

School District No. 71— 

2.07 miles, at $19,000 per mile $39,330 

Other property 1,600 

$40,930 
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School District No. 72— 
0.80 mile, at |19,000 per mile 

School District No. 84— 

1.96 miles, at 119,000 per mile 

Other property 

School District No. 108— 
1.88 miles, at $19,000 per mile 

School District No. 33, Hickman Ck>anty — 
2.56 miles, at $19,000 per mile ; 

School District No. 34— 
0.31 mile, at $19,000 per mile 

School IMstrict No. 6, Hopkins County — 
0.50 mile: at $19,000 per mile 

School District No. 22— 

0.75 mile, at $19,000 per mile 

Other property 

! ' 

School District No. 26— 

0.38 mile, at $19,000 per mile 

Other property ,,,. 

School District No. 34— 

2.13 miles, at $19,000 per mile 

Other property • 

School District No. 37— 

3.55 miles, at $19,000 per mile 

c 
School District No. 38— 

2.43 miles, at $19,000 per mile 



$9,500 



$37,240 
400 



$37,640 



$35,720 



$48,640 



$5,890 



$9,500 



$14,250 
300 



$14,550 



$7,220 
100 



$7,320 



$40,470 
200 



$40,670 



$67,450 



$46,170 



, I 

THE RAILROAD COMMISSION. 

School District No. 43— 

1.05 miles, at $19,000 per mile 

Other property 

School District No. 47— 

1.64 miles, at $19,000 per mile 

Other property '. 

School District No. 53— 

2.7S miles, at $19,000 per mile 

Other property 

r 

School Dristrict No. 56— 
1,35 miles, at $19,000 per mile 

School District No. 59— 
1.25 miles, at $19,000 per mile 

School District No. 82— 

1.00 mile, at $19,000 per mile 

Other property 

"••'■- . . ■ - 

School District No 88— 
3.00 miles, at $19,000 per mile 

School District No. 92— 

0.50 mile, at $19,000 per mile 

Other property 

\ ■ I .. 
I 

School District No. 13. Jefferson County — 
0.42 mile, at $19,000 per *mile ... 
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$19,950 
300 

$20,250 



$31,160 
100 

$31,260 



$51,870 
1,000 

$52,870 



$25,650 



$23,750 



$i9,ooa 

1,400. 
$20,400' 



$57,00a 



$9,500' 
1,500^ 

$11,000 



$7,980 



/ 



i 
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School District No. 15— 
1.00 mile, at $19,000 per mile .^ $19,000 

School District No. 16— 
3.36 miles, at $19,000 per mile $63,840 

School District No. 19— 
1.95 miles, at $19,000 per mile $37,050 

School District No. 22— 
5.05 miles, at $19,000 per mile , $95,950 

School District No. 61— 
1.57 miles, at $19,000 per mile $29,850 

School District No. 36, Livingstoii Ck>anty — 

3.97 miles, at $19,000 per mile $75,430 

Other property '2,000 

$77,4^0 

School District No. 6, Lyon CJounty— 
1.60 miles, at $19,000 per mile $30,400 

School District No. 7— , 
2.50 miles, at $19,000 per mile $47,500 

School District No. 8— 

3 miles, at $19,000 per mile $57,000 

Other property 500 

$57,500 

School District No. 20— .- / 

4 miles, at $19,000 per mile ^...'iV... $76,000 

Other prbperty 200 

$76,200 

School District No. 23— <^ ,r ;; j-i ; i 

2 miles, at $19,000 per mile ...•••^•.w^.^H ' $88,000 
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cSchool District No. 29— 

1.40 miles, at |19,000 per mile .....:... $26,600 

• Other property 400 



127,000 



School District No. 20, Marshall County — 

1.44 miles, at 119,000 per mile $27,360 



School District No. 27-^ 

3.26 miles, at $19,000 per mile $61,940 



School District No. 29— 

1.60 miles, at $19,000 per mile : $30,400 

Other property 300 



$30,700 



School District No. 32— 

2.27 miles, at $19,000 per mile $43,130 

Other property 100 



$43,230 



Cchool District No. 55— 
0.30 miles at $19,000 per mile $5,700 



School District No. 60— 
1.81 miles at $19,000 per mile $84,390 



» 



School District No. 61— 
1.17 miles at $19,000 per mile $22,230 



School District No. 3, McCracken County— 
2 miles at $19,000 per mile $38,000 



School District No. 
0.36 miles at $19,000 per mile $6,840 



School District No. 5 — 

2.29 miles at $19,000 per mile $43,510 

Other property 200 

$48,710 
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1 ■'■ 



School District No. 7— 

2.32 miles at |19,000 per mile |44,08O 

Other property .... * 20<V. 

144,280 

School District No. 8— 
2.04 miles at |19,000 per mile 138,760 

School District No. 12— 
1.50 miles, at |19,000 per mile |28,500 

School District No. 40— 
2.11 miles at |19,000 per mile $40,090 

School District No. 41— 

1 mfile at |19,000 per mile . . .^ |19,00O 

Other property lOO 

$19,100' 



/ 



School District No. 48, Meade County — 

2.12 miles at $19,000 per mile , $40,280 

Other property 300' 



$40,580 



School Disti:ict No. 49— 
0.57 miles at $19,000 per mile $10,830 



School District No. 7, Muhlenberg County-^ 
0.25 miles at $19,000 per mile $4,750 



School District No. 9 — 
0.78 miles at $19,000 per mile $14,820 



School District No. 11— 
1.64 miles at $19,000 per mile $31,160 



School District No. 14— . 

1.50 miles at $19,000 per mile $28,500 

Other property : 300 

$28,800 



I 

THB BAII^BOAl) COMMISSION. 

School District No. 33— 

2.26 miles at |19,000 per mile 

Other property 

School District No. 37— 

3.50 miles, at |19,000 per mile .* 

Other property • 

School District No. 40— 

2.03 miles at |19,000 per mile 

Other property , 

School District No. 44— *^ 

1.70 miles at |19,000 per mile 

Other property 

School District No. 59— 

3.03 miles at |19,000 per mile 

Other property 

School District No. 60— 

2.72 miles, at $19,000 per mile — 

Other property 

School district No. 63— 

1.73 miles, at |19,000 per mile 

Other property 

School District No. 75— 
2.01 miles, at |19,000 per mile 

School District No. 81— 
0.94 mile, at |19,000 per mile 
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$42,940 
1,000 



$43,940 



$66,500 



$38,570 
200 



$38,770 



$32,300 



$57,570 
200 

$57,770 



$51,680 
300 

$51,980 



$32,870 
100 

$32,970 



$88,190 



$17,860 



f 
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School District No. 83— 
1.70 miles, at $19,000 per mile |32,30O 

School District No. 84— 
0.26 mile, at |19,000 per mile 14,940- 

School District No. 6, Ohio. County— 
0.84 mile, at |19,000 per mile 115,960- 

School District No. 8— 
1.25 milefS, at $19,000 per mile $23,750^ 

School District No. 19— 

1.15 miles, at $19,000 per mile $21,850 

Other property ^^ 

$22,050- 

School District No. 10— 
1.46 miles, at $19,000 per mile $27,740 

School District No. 23— 

1.57 miles, at $19,000 per mile $29,830 

Other property ^^ 

$30,130 



School District No. 30— 

2.11 miles, at $19,000 per mile .' $40,090 

Other property 300^ 

$40,390- 

School District No. 31— 
1.46 miles, at $19,000 per mile $27,740 

School District No. 32— 
0.77 mile, at $19,000 per mile $14,630 

School District No. 36— 
1.49 miles, at $19,000 per mile $28,310 



> 1 • 11 
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School District No. 41 — 

2.41 miles, at $19,000 per mile 

Other DroDertv •■ 
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$45,790 
, . . 600 


y 




1 


$46,390 


School District No. 65— 
1 mile, at $19,000 oer mile -. 


$19,000 






School District No. 75— 
1.46 miles, at $19,000 per mile , 


$27,740 


* 
School District No. 81— 

1.19 miles, at $19,000 per mile 


N 

$22,610 


School District No. 82— 

0.77 mile, at $19,000 per mile 

Other property ; 


$14,630 
400 









$15,030 


School District 106— 

0.67 mile, at $19,000 per mile ; 

Other Droperty 


$12,730 
1 000 








$13,730 


School District No. 108- 
2.04 miles, at $19,000 per mile 


$38,760 


School District No. 114— 
. 1.48 miles, at $19,000 per mile 


$28,120 






School District No. 115— 

1.50 miles, at $19,000 per mile 

Dttier property 


$28,500 
200 



$28,700 



ft 
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dliicago, St. Louis ft New Orleans Bailroad Company— Evansville Branch. 

School District No. 1, Caldwell County — 

. 3.30 miles, at |8,000 per mile 126,400 

Other property 500 

126,900 



School District No. 3— 

1 mile, at |8,000 per mile |8,000 



School District No. 5— 

2.30 miles, at |8,000 per mile 118,400 

Other property . 300 



$18,700 
School District No. 10— 
2.28 miles, at $8,000 per mile $18,240 

School District No. 19— 

L84 miles, at $8,000 per mile $14,720 

Other property 100 

$14,820 



School District No. 25— 

3.97 miles, at $8,000 per mile $31,760 

Other property 100 

$31,860 



School District No. 26— 
2.47 miles, at $8,000 per mile $19,760 



School District No. 36— 

3.01 miles, at $8,000 per mile $24,080 

Other property 100 

$24,180 



THE RAILROAD COMMISSION. 

School District No. 48— 

3.17 miles, at |8,0(H) per mile 

Other property 

School Distric No. 55— 
2.86 miles, at $8,000 per mile •. . 

School District No. 12, Christian County— 

3.50 miles, at |8,000 per mile 

Other property 

School District No. 23— 
1.99 miles, at |8,000 per mile 

School District No. 37— 
0.60 mile, at |8,000 per mile 

School District No* 54— 
3.03 miles, at |8,000 per mile 

School District No. 74— 
1.48 miles, at $8,000 per mile 

School District No. 4, Crittenden County— 
3.11 miles, at $8,000 per mile 

School District No. 21— 
2.15 miles, at $8,000 per mile 

School District No. 27— 

3.34 miles, at $8,000 per mile 

Other property 

School District No. 29— 
2.45 miles, at $8,000 per mile 
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$25,360 
100 

$25,460 



$22,880 



$28,000 
100 

$28,100 



$15,920 



$4,800 



$24,240 



$11,840 



$24,880 



$17,200 



$26,720 
400 

• 

$27,120 



$19,600 
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School District No. 36— 

3.69 miles, at 9S,000 per mile 

School District No. 68— 

1.74 miles, at $8,000 per mile ^ 

Other property 

School District No. 60— 
1.36 miles, at (8,000 per mile 

School District No. 62— 
2.79 miles, at (8,000 per mile 

School District No. 67— 

1.04 miles, at (8,000 per mile 

Other property 

School District No. I, Henderson County- 
1 mile, at (8,000 per mile 

School District No. 3— 
2.60 miles, at (8,000 per mile 

School District No. 37— 
1 mile, at (8,000 per mile 

School District No. 50— 
2.36 miles, at (8.000 per mtio 

School District No. 83— 
6.03 miles, at (8,000 per mile 

School District No. 68— 

. 1.60 miles, at (8,000 per mile 

School District No. 69— 

1.75 miles, at (8,000 per mile 
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4 



School District No. 71— 

0.36 mile, at |8,000 per mile $2,880 

School District No. 1, Union County — 

3.91 miles, at $8,000 per mile % $31,280 

1.92 miles, at $6,000 ....: , $11,520 

Other property • 500 

$43,300 

School District No. 2— 

0.19 mile, at $8,000 per mile $1,520 

School District No. 3— 

1.80 miles, at $8,000 per mile $14,400 

Other property ', 150 

$14,550 

School District No. 11— 

2.64 miles, at $8,000 per mile $21,120 

Other property 200 



"> 



$21,320 



School District No. 25— 
1.97 miles, at $6,000 per mile $15,760 

School District No. 29— 
2.36 miles, at $8,000 per mile $18,880 

School District No. 33— 

3.90 miles, at $8,000 per mile $31,200 

Other property 1,000 

$32,200 

School District No. 38— 

1.64 miles, at $8,000 per mile $9,840 

Other property 300 

$10,140 
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School District No. 39— 
1.99 miles, at $8,000 per mile 

School District No. 40— 

1.54 miles, at |8,000 per mile 

Other property 

School District No. 43— 

3.60 miles, at $8,000 per mile 

Other property 

School District No. 52— 
0.83 mile, at $8,000 per mile 

School District No. 53— 
2.73 miles, at $8,000 per mile 

School District No. 54— 
2.32 miles, at $8,000 per mile 

School District No. 55— 
0.70 mile, at $8,000 per mile 

School District No. 64— 
1.80 miles, at $8,000 per mile 

iSchool District No. 68— 
0.94 mile, at $8,000 per mile 

School District No. 58, Webster County— 

2.50 miles, at $8,000 per mile ^ 

Other property , 



$15,920 



$12,320 
300 

$12,620 



$28,800 
50 

$28,850 



$6,640 



$21,840 



$18,560 



$5,600 



$14,400 



$7,520 



$20,000 
100 



$20,100 
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Ghica^, St. Louis & New Orleans Railroad Company— Owensboro Branch. 
School District No. 2, Daviess County— 
2.42 miles, at |6,000 per mile 114.620 



•*m 



School District No. 3-- 
0.75 mile, at $6,000 per mile 1^,500 



School District No. 
1.70 riiiles, at |6,000 per mile $10,200 



I 



School District No. 25— 
0.71 mile, at $6,000 per mile ^^-260 

School District No. 26- 
1.43 miles, at $6,000 per mile $8,580 

School District No. 30^ 

1.88 miles, at $6,000 per mile $11,280 

School District No. 32— 

2.20 miles, at $6,000 per mile $13,200^ 

Other property ^^^ 

$13,300 

School District No. 33— 
1.19 miles, at $6,000 per mile $7,140 

School District No. 63— 

1.89 miles, at $6,000 per mile $11,340 

Other property 200 

$11,540* 

School District No. 84— 
0.71 miles, at $6,000 per mile $4,260 

School District No. 104— 

1.80 miles, at $6,000 per mile $10,800 

Other property 100 

$10,900' 






« 
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School District No. 5, Ohio County — 

2.62 miles, at $6,000 per mile . $15,72« 

Other property 300 

116,020 



School District No. 23— 
2.28 miles, at $6,000 per mile $13,680 



School District No. 33— 

1.69 miles, at $6,000 per mile $10,140 

Other property 200 

$10,340 



School District No. 35— 

1.67 miles, at $6,000 per mile $10,020 

Other property 200 

$10,220 

School District No. 44— 
0.95 mile, at $6,000 per mile $5,700 

School District No. 77— 
1.50 miles, at $6,000 per mile $9,000 



School District No. 85— 

2.60 miles, at $6,000 per mile $15,600 

Other property 300 

$15,900 



School District No. 90— 

2.45 miles, at $6,000 per mile ' $14,700 

Othfer property 200 

$14,900 
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CincinxLati, New Orleans & Texas Pacific Railway Company. 
(M. F. Malloy, Auditor, Cincinnati, O.) 
School District No. 8, Boone County— 
0.16 mile, at |27,000 per mile $4,320 

School District No. 45 — 

2.68 miles, at |27,000 per mile 172,360 

— 

School District No. 43— 

3.16 miles, at $27,000 per mile .....' $85,320 

Other property ^^ 

\ 

$85,720 

School District No. 44— 

2.25 miles, at $27,000 per mile 160,750 

Other property ^^^ 

$61,750 



:School District No. 36— 

0.88 mile, at $27,000 per mile $23,760 

School District No. 17, Boyle County — 

4.25 miles, at $27,000 per mile $114,750 

School District No. 21— 

2.48 miles, at $27,000 per mile *. $66,960 

Other property 4,000 



4 



$70,960 



School District No. 26— 

1.95 miles, at $27,000 per mile $52,650 

School District No. 31— 

i.31 miles, at $27,000 per mile $35,370 

Other property 4,400 

$39,770 



\ 



/ 



\ , 



% 
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School District No. 2ft— 
0.43 mile, at $27,000 per milfe |11,610 

School District No. 28, Fayette County— 

1.88 miles, at $27,000 per mile . ., $60,760 

OtKer property 600 

$51,360 

School District No. 2ft— 
1.92 miles, at $27,000 per mile $51,840 

School District No. 1— 

1.96 miles, at $27,000 per mile $52,920 

• Other property 1,100 



»^ School District No. 12— 



$54,020 



1.68 miles, at $27,000 per mile $45,360 

School District No. 20— 

2,39 miles, at $27,000 per mile $64,530 

School District No. 16— 

2.93 miles, at $27,000 p^r mile $79^110 

School District No. 7, Grant County— 

2.19 miles, at $27,000 per mile $59,130 

Other property 500 

$59,630 

School District No. 6— 

2.11 miles, at $27,000 per mile $56,970 

Other property 3,000 

$59,970 

School District No. 57— 

2.04 miles, at $27,000 per mile $55,080 



I 
t 

I 
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School District No. 2— 

2.52 miles, at |27,000 per mile 

Other property 

School District No. 1 — x 

3.21 miles, at |27,000 per mile 

Other property 

m 

School District No. 39— 

2 miles, at |27,000 per mile 

School District No. 53— 

2.06 miles, at |27,000 per mile 

Other property 

School District No. 34— 

1.59 miles, at $27,000 per mile 

School District No. 48— 
1.31 miles, at |27,000 per mile 

School District No. 18— 

1.31 miles, at $27,0(^ per mile 

Other property 

School District No. 37— 

2.11 miles, at $27,000 per mile 

Other property 

School District No. 42, Harrison County — 

0.94 mile, at $27,000 per mile 
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$68,040 
300 

$68,340 



$86,670 
4,200 

$90,870 



$54,000 



$55,620 
700 

$56,320 



$42,930 



$35,370 



$35,370 
1,900 

$37,270 



$56,970 
500 

$57,470 



$25,380 



I 

4 

\ 
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School District No. 17, Jessamine Oountjr — 

2.12 miles, at $27,000 per mile 

Other property .* 

School District No. 26— 

. 3.35 miles, at |27,000 per mile . . , 

School District No. 1— 

1 mile at |27,000 per mile 

Other property 

School District No. 13— 
0.16 mile, at $27,000 per mile 

School District No. 18— 
3.74 miles, at $27,000 per mile 

School District No. 25— 

1.86 miles, at $27,000 per mile 

Other property 

School District No. 15— . 
1.94 miles, at $27,000 per mile 

School District No. 22— 

1.77 miles, at $27,000 per mile 

Other property 

School District No. 51, Kenton County — 

0.63 mile, at $27,000 per mile , 

Other property 



$57,240* 

y 400 



$57,640^ 



$90,450 



$27,000 
4,200- 



$31,200* 



$4,320- 



$100,980 



$50,220' 
600^ 



$50,820* 



$52,380- 



$47,790- 
1,000 



$48,790 



$ 17,0ia 
110,000- 



$127,010 



>_.<- 



N 

i 

1 

1 
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School District No. 44— 
1.02 miles, at $27,000 per mi'le . . . '. 


1 

T 

289 

$27,540 


School District No. 21— 
3 miles at $27,000 p6r mile 


$81,000 


Other property 


'500 






\ 


$81,500 


School District No. 32— 

3.81 miles, at |27,000 per mile 

Other property 


$102,870 
... 10.000 


1 


\ 




$112,870 


School District No. 23— 
1.30 miles at $27,000 per mile 


$35,100 






School District No. 9— 

2.51 miles at $27,000 per mile 

Other property 


$67,770 
600 








$68,370 


School District No. 29— 
2.10 miles at $27,000 per mile 


$56,700 


School District No. 45— 


300 


* 




School District No. 62, Lincoln County — 
2.19 miles at $27,000 per mile 


$59,130 


Other property 


3,000 








$62,130 


School District No. 12— 
1.98 miles at S27.000 per mile 


$53,460 






10 : 





I 



1 



« ^ 
•/ ; 
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> 

^ School District No. 45— 

3.16 miles at |27,000 per mile : 185,320 

Other property 600 



4 



\ 



/ 



« 



1. 



185,920 



School District No. 9— 
1.21 miles at $27,000 per mile $32,670 



School District No. 16— 

1.91 miles at $27,000 per mile $51,570 

Other property 600 



$52,170 



School District No. 64— 
1.25 miles at $27,000 per mile $33,750 



School District No. 15— 

4.47 miles at $27,000 per mile $120,690 

Other property 400 



V 



$121,090 



School District No. 53— 

1.86 miles at $27,000 per mile $50,220 

Other property 600 



$50,820 



School District No. 46— 

3.77 miles at $27,000 per mile $101,790 

Other property 300 



$102,090 



School District No. 55— 
1.66 miles at $27,000 per mile $41,S20 



School District No. 42, Mercer County — 
2.87 miles at $27,000 per mile $77,490 



/ 



> 

V 

I 
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Schpol District No. 45— 

2.41 miles, at |27,000 per mile . . . ^ 

Other property 

I 

School District No. 46— 

2.86 miles at |27,000 per mile 

Other property 

School District No. 47— 
Other property 

School District No. 41, Pulaski County - 

2.04 miles at .|27,000 

Other property 

School District No. 78— 
0.25 miles at $27,000 per mile 

School District No. 37— 
0.85 miles at $27,000 per mile . 

School District No. 107— 

1.52 miles at |27,000 per mile 

Other property 

• 

School District No. 97— 
2.39 miles at $27,000 per mile 

School District No. 39— 

2.02 miles at |27,000 per mile 

Other property 
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' ^, 

165,070 
1,500 

$66,570 



$77,220 
300 



400 



$55,080 
SOO 

$55^380 



6.750 



S22.950 



$41,040 
500 

$41,540 



$64,530 



$54,540 
1,000 



$55,540 



^ / 
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> 

School District No. 54— 
1.36 miles at $27,000 per mile ...^ 136,720 



I 



4 



• • 



( 



School District No. 61— 
2.08 miles at $27,000 per. mile 156,160 



School District No. 1— 

2.20 miles at $27,000 per mile |59,40O 

Other property 35,000 



$94,400 



School District No. 76— 
2.19 miles at $27,000 per mile $59,130 



School District No. 133— 
0.85 miles at $27,000 per mile $22,950 



School District No. 11— 
2.74 miles, at $27,000 per mile $73,980 



School District No. 63— 

1.80 miles at $27,000 per mile $48,600 

Other property \ . . 600 



$49,200 



School District No. 91— 
0.20 miles at $27,000 per mile $5,400 



School District No. 

2.90 miles at $27,000 per mile $78,300 

Other property 1,200 



$79,500 



School District No. 49— 

2.70 miles at $27,000 per mile $72,900 

Other property 300 

$73,200 
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' - ■ . 

School District No. 102— ' ^"^"^ 

2.50 miles at $27,000 per mile $67,500 

School District No. .72— 

3.78 miles at $27,000 per mile $102,060 

Other property • 1,500 

$163,560 

School District No. 150— ' 

1.98 miles at $27,000 per mile $53,460 

Other property 3,600 

$57,060 

School District No. 118-^ 

Other property $3,600 

School District No. 56— 

3.64 miles at $27,000 per mile $98,280 

Other property 1,000 



1 



$99,280 

■ I I I ■■■■ ■■— — — 1M^ 

School District No. 123— 

1.12 miles at $27^000 per mile $30,240 

School District No. 57— 

3.72 miles, at $27,000 per mile $100,440 

School District No. 4, Scott County— 

0.94 miles at $27,000 per mile $25,380 

School District No. 17— 

2.67 miles at $27,000 per mile $72,090 

Other property 700 

$72,790 

School District No. 64— 

2.56 miles at $27,000 per mile , $69,120 



\ / 



y 
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School District No. 13— 

4.19 palles at $27,000 per mile 

Other property 

/ \ . 

School District No. 20— 
1.42 miles at |27,000 per mile 

School pistrict No. 2 — 

2.95 miles at $37,000 per mile 

Other property 

School District No. 58— 

2.26 miles, at $27,000 per mile 

Other property 

School District No. 57— 
2.94 miles at $27,000 per mile 

School District No. 35— 

0.74 miles at $27,000 per mile 

Other property 

School District No. 18— 
3.03 miles at $27,000 per mile 

School District No. 80, Whitley County— 

2.88 miles at $27,000 per iftlle 

Other property 



$113,130 
1,900 

$115,030 



$38,340 



$79,650 
700 

$80,350 



$60,820 
400 

$61,220 



$79,380 



$19,980 
4,400 



$24,380 



$81,810 



$77,760 
200 



$77,960 



^ 



N 



t 
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School District No. 13 — 

3.42 miles, at |27,000 per mile $72,340 

Other property 1,000 



t 



$73,340 



School District No. 85— 
3,04 miles at $27,000 per mile : - $82,080 



Elizabethtown, liexmgrton & Big Sandy Bailroad Company. 
(Operated by Ohesapeake & Ohie Ry. Oo.> 

(G. B. Wall, Real Estate Agent, Richmond, Va.) 

School District No. 14, Bath County — 

3.20 miles at $13,000 per mile $41,600 

Other property ^ 2,400 



$44,000 

School District No. 46— 

^ 1.74 miles at $13,000 per mile ,. . . $22,620 

Other property -. 600 



$23,220 



School District No. 9— 
1.33 miles at $13,000 per mile $17,290 



School District No. 45— 
2.20 miles at $13,000 per mile $28,600 



School District No. 6— 

2.51 miles, at $13,000 per mile $32,630 

Other property v . . 400 



$33,030 



School District No. 50— 
2.56 miles at $18,000 per mile $33,280 



\ 
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School District No. 2— 

1.66 miles, at 113,000 per mile $21,580 

Other property 400 



/ 



$21,980 



School District No. 25— 

2.33 miles, at $13,000 per mile $30,290 

Other property 400 



$30,690 



^ School District No. 3— 
No mileage. 
Other property $1,000 



ScBTool District No. 3, Boyd County— 
0.38 miles at $13,000 per mile t $4,940 



School District No. 1— 
1.63 miles, at $13,000 per mile $21,190 



School District No. 37— 
1.54 miles, at $13,000 per mile $20,020* 



School District No. 46, Carter County — 
1.01 miles, at $13,000 per mile $13,13a 



School District No. 33— 

1.80 miles, at $13,000 per mile $23,40a 

Other property 400* 



$23,800- 



School District No. 80— 

1.06 miles, at $13,000 per mile $13,780- 



School District No. 22— 

1.83 miles, at $13,000 per mile $23,790 

Other property ; 600^ 



$24,390 



^. A 



( 
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School District No, 17—' 
0.14 miles, at $18,000 per mile $5,330 



/ 



School District No. 65— 

2.37 miles, at $13,000 per mile $30,810 

Other property , 700 

■ 

$31,510 

School District No. 78— 

1.59 miles, at $13,000 per mile '. $20,670 



»^ 



t 



School District No. 26— 

1.69 miles, at $13,000 per mile $21,970 

Other property .- 600 



$22,570 



iSchool District No. 73 — 

1.29 miles, at $13,000 per mile $16,770 

■School District No. 55 — 

1.84 miles, at $13,000 per mile $23,920 



School District No. 54— 
2.62 miles, at $13,000 per mile $34,060 



School District No. 12— 

L89 miles, at $13,000 per mile $24,570 

Other property 1,200 

$25,770 

School District No. 48— 
1.22 miles, at $13,000 per mile $15,860 



School District No. 44— 

1.73 miles, at $18,000 per mile $22,490 

Other property 200 

$22,690 



\ 
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School District No. 82— 
i.39 miles, at |13,000 per mile : 

School District No. 64— 

2.24 miles, at |13,000 per mile '. . . 

Other property 

School District No. 62— 

2.40 miles, at $13,000 per mile 

Other property 

School District No. 47, Clark County— 
0.65 mile, at $13,000 per mile 

School District No. 53— 

^ 0.66 miles, at $13,000 per mile 

School District No. 55— 

L66 miles, at $13,000 per mile 

Other property 

School District No. 44— 

2.33 miles at $13,000 per mile 

Other property 

School District No. 43— 
3.35 miles, at $13,000 per mile 

School District No. 30— 
1.50 miles, at $13,000 per mile 

School District No. 19— 
3.60 miles, at $13,000 per mile 



T 



$18,070 



$29,120 
600 



$29,720 



$31,200 
1,300 



$32,500 



$8,450 



$8,580 



$21,580 
2,000 



$23,580 



$30,290 
200 



$30,490 



$43,550 



$19,50a 



$46,800 



\ , V ' 

9 

t 

\ 
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School District No. 20— 
0.65 mile, at )P13,000 pfer mile : 

School District No. 1— 

3.25 miles, at ?13,000 per mile 

Other property 

School District No. 3, Fayette County — 
3.08 miles, at |13,000 per mile 

School District No. 16— 
2.65 miles, at $13,000 per mile 

School District No. 2— 
3.57 miles, at $13,000 per mile 

School District "Corinth," Montgomery County — 
2.92 miles, at $13,000 per mile 

School District No. 5— 

2.13 miles, at $13,000 per mile 

Other property 

School District No. 32— 
3.05 miles, at $13,000 per mile ; 

School District No. 1 — 

1.29 miles, at $13,000 per mile 

Other property 

School District No. 2— 

1.32 miles, at $13,000 per mile 

School District No. 35— 
1.92 miles, at $13,000 per mile 
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$8,450 



\ 



$42,250 
'600 



$42,850 



$40,040 



$34,450 



$46,410 



$37,960 



$27,690 
400 



$28,090 



$41,750 



$16,770 
3,500 



$20,270 



$17,160 



$24,960 



\ 



I ' 
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School District No. 22, Rowan County-^ 
4.50 miles, at 113.000 per mile $58^500 



School District No. 40— 
8.12 miles, at $13,000 per mile $40»56O 



School District No. 1— 

L36 miles, at $13,000 per mile $17,680 

Other property \ * 1,000 

$18,680 

School District No. 17— 
1.43 miles, at $13,000 per mile $18,590 

School District No. 35— 
2.26 miles, at $13,000 per mile $29,380 

School District No. 3— 
1.79 miles, at $13,000 per mile $23,270 

Sc?iool District' No. 38— 
1.03 miles, at $13,000 per mile ^ $13,390 



School District No. 

1.24 miles, at $13,000 per mile $16,120 

Other property 600 

$16,720 



Kentucky & South Atlantic Bailway Company. 
(Operated by C. & O. By. Co.) 

School District No. 6, Menifee County— 
1.54 miles, at $3,000 per mile $4,620 



School District No. 8— 
2 miles, at $3,000 per mile $6,000 



School District No. 23— 
2.77 miles, at $8,000 per mile $8,310 



• 



■* 



/ 
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School District No. 1, Montgomery County — 

0.47 mile, at |3,000 per milfe , ^1,410 

Other property \- . . .^ 200 

n,6io 

-I i..a 

■III II ■ ■ 

School District No. 7— 
1.23 miles, at |3,000 per mile $3,690 

School District No. 8— 
3.71 miles, »t 13,000 per milef $11,130 

School \ District No. 10— 
2.10 miles, at $3,000 per mile $6,360 

School District No. 29— 
3.71 miles, at |3,000 per mile $11,130 

School District No. 22— 
0.76 mile, at $3,000 per mile $2,28a 

School District No. 34— 
1.20 miles, at $3,000 per mile $3,600 



Kinniconick & Freestone Railroad Company. 
(Operated by O. & O. By. Co.) 

School District No. 59, Carter County — 
3.23 miles, at $2,000 per mile $6,460 

School District No. 84— 
1.43 miles, at $2,000 per mile $2,860 

School District No. 3— 
1.02 miles, at $2,000 per mile $2,040 

School District No. 5 — 
0.78 mile, at $2,000 per mile $1,560 

School District No. 77— 
5.14 miles, at $2,000 per mile $10,280 
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i 

School District 45— . 

2.56 mfles, at $2,000 per mile |5,120 

»■ " 
School District No. 55-— 

5.50 miles, at $2,000 per mile $11,000 

Maysville & Big Sandy Railroad Company. * 
(Operated by O. & O. By. Co.) 

School District No. 9, Boyd County— 
0.80 mile, at $23,000 per i»ile $18,400* 

School" District No. 1, Bracken County — 
3.46 mile, at $23,000 per mile $79,580 

School District No. 2 — 

4.04 miles, at $23,000 per mile $92,920 

Other property 1,200 

School District No. 3— 
No mileage. 
Other property 

School District No. 4— 
2.07 miles, at $23,000 per mile $47,610 

School District No. 5 — 

2.05 miles, at $23,000 per mile $47,150 

Other property 400 

School District No. 6— 

2.92 miles, at $23,000 per mile $67,160 

Other property 400 

School District No. 7— 
0.61 miles, at $23,000 per mile $14,030 



$94,120 



$500 



$47,550 



$67,560 



•^ / 
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School District No. 8— v 
1.42 miles, at |23,000 per mile 

School District No. 9— . ' ^ 

2.72 miles, at |23,000 per mile 

Other property , 

School District No. 11, Campbell County— 
2.35 miles, at |28,000 per mile 

School District No. 17— 

2.45 miles, at |23,000 per mile 

Other property ^ 

School District No. 28— 

0.46 miles, at $23,000 per mile 

Other property 

School District No. 25— 
2.50 miles, at $23,000 per mile \ 

School District No. 7— 
1.45 miles, at $23,000 per mile 

No mileage. 

Other property \ . 

School District No. 18— 

2.70 miles, at $28,000 per mile 

Other property 

School District No. 33— 

1.47 miles, at $23,000 per mile 

Other property 



30» 

$32,660 



$62,560 
500 

$63,0!60 ' 



$54,050 



$56,350 
750 

$57,100 



$10,580 
4,00Q 

$14,580. 



$57,500> 



$35,350 



$5,000 



$62,10a 
400 



$e2;500'' 



$33,810) 
500 



\ 
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I 

School District No. 44— 



$34,310 



\ 



% miles, K% $23,000 per mile $46,000 



School District No. 47— 
0.06 mile, at $23,000 per mile $1,380 



School District No. 48— 

2.33 miles, at $23,000 per mile ^ $53,590 

School District No. 45— 



No mileage. 

Other property $3,000 



School District No. 4— 
0.47 miles, at $23,000 per mile $10,810 



School District No. 1, Greenup County — 

2.42 miles, at $23,000 per mile $55,660 

Other property 9,000 



$64,660 



School District No. 2— 
3.55 miles, at $23,000 per mile $81,650 



School District No. 3— 
3.10 miles, at $23,000 per mile $71,300 



School District No. 

2.50 miles, at $23,000 per mile $57,500 

Other property 1,000 



$58,500 



School District No. 5 — 
2.31 miles, at $23,000 per mile $53,130 



School District No. 6— 
2.57 miles, at $23,000 per mile $59,110 
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/ 1 

School District No. 29— 

2.72 miles, at |28,000 per mile ' $62,560 



> 



I 



School District No. 8— 
2.84 miles, at |28,000 per mile $65,820 



School District No. 9— 
2.35 miles, at $23,000 per mile $54,050 



School District No. 10— 
1.53 miles, at $23,000 per mile $35,190 



School District No. 11— 

3.80 miles, at $23,000 per mile $87,400 

Other property . ., 3,000 



$90,400 



School District No. 63, Lewis County — 
1.64 miles, at $23,000 per mile $37,720 



School District No. 1— 
2.66 miles, at $23,000 per mile $61,180 



School District No. 80— 
2 miles, at $23,000 per mile $46,000 



School District No. 2— 
1.79 miles, at $23,000 per mile $41,170 



School District No. 3— 

1.51 miles,, at $23,000 per mile , $34,730 



School District No. 4— 

3.45 miles, at $23,000 per mile $79,350 

Other property 500 



$79,850 



School District No. 6— 

4 miles, at $23,000 per mile $92,000 



s 



I 



\ 
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School District No. 7— 
1 mile, at 123,000 per mile • |23,000^ 



School District No. 60— 
3.50 miles, at $23,000 per mile $80,500 



School District No. 12— 
2.50 miles, at |23,000 per mile $57,500 



School District No. 13— 
3 miles, at $23,000 per mile $69,000 



School District No. 62— 
1.43 miles, at $23,000 per mile $32,890 



School District No. 14— 

2.40 miles, at $23,000 per mile $55,200 

Other property 200 



$55,400 



School District No. 16— 
2.30' miles, at $23,000 per mile $52,900 



School District No. 17— 
2.30 miles, at $23,000 per mile $52,900 



School District No. 18— 

2.90 miles, at $23,000 per mile , , $66,700 

Other property 2.000 



$68,700 



School District No. 19— 
2 miles, at $23,000 per mile $46,000 



School District No. 37, Mason County — 
1.83 miles, at $23,000 per mile $42,090 



School District No. 36— 
2.86 miles, at $23,000 per mile $65,780 



( / 
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School District Ijfo. 50— 
1.11 miles, at |23,000 per mile 

School District No. 10— 
1.82 miles, at $23,000 per mile 

School District No. 31— 

1.70 miles, at |23,000 per mile 

School District No. 59— 

4.21 miles, at $23,000 per mile , 

other property 

\ 

School District No. 2— 

3.34 miles, at $23,000 per mile 

• Other property 

School District No. 8, Pendleton County — 
2.03 miles at $23,000 per mile , v 

School District No. 51— 

1.05 miles, at $23,000 per mile 

Ohio & Big Sandy Railroad Company. 
^Operated by C. & O. By. Co.) 

School District No. 37, Boyd County — 

1.54 miles, at $3,500 per mile 

School District No. 1 — 
1.63 miles, at $3,500 per mile 

School District No. 3— 
1.32 miles, at $3,500 per mile .* 

School District No. 28— 
3.14 miles, at $3,500 per mile 



^'^. I 
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$25,530 



$41,860 



$39,100 



$96,830 
3,000 



$99,830 



$76,820 
1,000 



$77,820 



$46,690 \ 



$24,150 



$5,390 



$5,705 



$4,620 



$10,990 






1 ' 
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School District No. 27— 
3.69 miles, at $3,500 per mile 

m 

/ 

School District No. 24— 
1.10 miles, at |3,500 per mile 

School District No. 26— 
3.16 miles, at |3,500 per mile 

School District No. 80, Lawrence County— 
2.15 miles, at |3,500 per mile 

4 

I 

School District No. 9— 
2.90 miles, at |3,500 per mile .^ 

School District No. 7— , 
1.S3 miles, at $3,500 per mile 

School District No. 79— 
1.68 miles, at $3,500 per mile 

School District No. 3— 
2.65 miles, at $3,500 per mile 

School District No. 1— 
2.44 nUles, at $3,500 per mile 

School District No. 2— 

, 1.05 miles, at $3,500 per mile 

School District No. 46— 

1.89 miles, at $3,500 per mile 

Other property 

School District No. 81— 
2.05 miles, at $3,500 per mile 



$12;91& 



$3,850 



$11,060 



$7,525 



$10,150 



$6,405 



$5,880.. 



$9,275 



$8,540 



$3,675 



$6,615 
50O 



$7,115 



$7,175 
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School District No. 18— 

3.96 miles, at $3,500 per mile ; $13,860 

Other property 100 

$13,960 



School District No. 19— 
lilO miles, at $3,500 per mile $3,850 

School District No. 24— 
3.53 miles, at $3,500 per mile $12,355 

School District No. 44— 

2.58 miles, at $3,500 per mile $9,030 

« ■ II 

School District No. 55— 

1,85 miles, at $3,500 per mile $6,475 

Otner property 1,OOU 

$7^475. 



Ohio River & Charleston Railway Company in Kentucky. 

(Operated by C. & O. By. Co.) 
School District No. 34, Johnson County — 
1 mile, at $2,000 per mile $2,000 

ff 

School District No. 63— 
1.50 miles, at $2,000 per mile $3,000 

School District No. 23, Lawrence County — 
2.50 miles, at $2,000 per mile $5,000 

School District No. 55— 
1 mile, at $2,000 per mile $2,000 

School District No. 57— 
2.50 miles, at $2,000 per mile $5,00(y 



Eastern Kentucky Railway Company. 
School District No. 76, Carter County — 
3.93 miles, at $3,000 per mile $11,790 



\ ' 
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School District No. 49— 
0.45 mile, at $3,000 per mile .' $^,350 



• 



School District No. 1— 
2.02 miles, at $3,000 per mile $6,060 



School District No. 22— 
2 miles, at $3,000 per mile $6,000 



School District No. 80— 
2,33 miles, at $3,000 per mile , $6,a90 



School District No. 45— ^ 
2.43 miles, at $3,000 per mile $7,290 



School District 47— 

2.95 miles, at $3,000 per mile $8,850 

Other property 600 



$9,450 



School District No. 31— 
178 miles, at $3,000 pdr mile $5,340 



Schoor District No. 92— 
0.82 miles, at $3,000 per mile $2,460 



School District No. 70— 
No mileage . 
Other property $500 



School District No. 4, Greenup County — 

1,66 miles, at $3,000 per mile $ 4,980 

Other property 10,000 



$14,980 



School District No. 21— 
2.10 miles, at $3,000 per Aile $6,300 



School District No. 22— 
1.82 miles, at $3,000 per mile ^ $5,460 



/ 



\ 



\ 
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School District No. 50— 
2.91 miles, at $3,000 per mile 
Other property 



School District No. 52— 
3.22 miles, at $3,000 per mile 
Other property 



School District No. 51— 
No mileage. 
Other property 

School District No. 60— 
No mileage. 
Other property 

Lawrence County — 
1.33 miles, at $3,000 per mile 



311 



School District No. 25— 

1.72 miles, at $3,000 per mile $5,160 

Other property gOO 



$5,760 



School District No. 27— 
No mileage. 
Other property |gOO 

School District No. 28^ 
No mileage. 
Other property 

School District No. 30— 

3.65 miles, at $3,000 per mile 

Other property 



» • • 



$800 




$10,950 
300 




$11,250 




$8,730 
1,000 


/ 


$9,730 


r 


$9,660 
200. 


• 


$9,860> 


<. 


$2,000- 


i 

\ 

J 
i 

1 
\ 
1 


$900 


m 
» 

"5 


$3,990- 
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Frankfort A Cincinnati Bailway Company. 
School District No. 50, Franklin Cqunty— 
0.71 mile, at $4,500 per mil^ 

School District No. 11— 

2.22 miles, at |4,600 per mile 

School District No. 9— 

3.0B miles, at |4,500 per mile 

Other property >. 

School District No. 32, Scott County— 
0.68 mile, at $4,500 per mile 

School District No. 60— 
4.65 miles, at $4,500 per mile '. 

School District No. 14— 

1.32 miles, at $4,500 per mile , 

School District No. 24— 

0.56 mile, at $4,500 per mile 

School District No. 18— 
2.61 miles, at $4,500 per mile 

:School District No. 1— 

3.78 miles, at $4,500 per mile 

School District No. 43, Bourbon County — 
2.20 miles, at $4,500 per mile 

School District No. 2— 

2.17 miles, at $4,500 per mile 

Jellico, Birdeye & Northern Bailway Company. 

School District No. 27, Whitley County— 
1.63 miles, at $3,500 per mile 



$3,195 



$9,990 



$13,635 
800 

$13,935 



$3,060 



$20,925 



$5,880 



$2,520 



$11,745 



$17,010 



$9,900 



$9,765 



$5,705 



r 

' i 

t 

\ 
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School' District No. 28— 
0.84 mile, at |3,500 per mile 

School District No. 31— 

1.67 miles, at f3,500 per mile 

I 

School District Uo. 77— 
1.70 miles, at $3,500 per mile 

School District No. 82— 
0.70 mile, at $3,500 per mile 

School District No. 88— 
0.96 mile, at $3,500 per mile 

I^exington A Eastem^Itailway Company. 

School District No. 7, Fayette County — 
4.79 miles, at $7,000 per mile 

School District No. 11— 
4.16 miles, at $7,000 per mile 

School District No. 35, Clark County— 
1.09 miles, at $7,000 per mile 

School District No. 48— 
5.68 miles, at $7,000 per mile 

School District No. 30— , 
0.92 mile, at $7,000 per mile 

School District No. 55— 
0.08 mile, at $7,000 per mile 

School District No. 43— 
0.91 mile, at $7,000 per mile 

School District No. 22— 
2.62 miles, at $7,000 per mile 



313^ 



$2,94a 



$5,845 



$5,950 



$2,450 



$3,360 



$33,530 



$29,120 



$7,630 



$39,760 



$6,440 



$560 



$6,370 



$18,340 
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School District Nq. 47— 

3.06 milee, at $7,000 per mile , |21,420 

School District No. 44— 

3.38 miles,at |7,000 per mile $23,($60 

School District No. 16— 

3,59. miles, at $7,000 per mile $25,130 

School District No. 2, Powell County— 

1.84 miles, at $7,000 per mile $12,880 

School District No. 3— 
3.32 miles, at $7,000 per mile $23,240 

School District No. 5— 

1.25 miles, at $7,000 per mile $8,750 

School District No. 6— 
2.99 miles, at $7,000 per mile $20,930 

School District No. 9— 

2.96 miles, at $7,000 per mile , $20,720 

School District No. 11— 
3.36 miles, at $7,000 per mile $23,520 

School District No. 12— 
4 miles, at $7,000 per mile $28,000 

School District No. 30— 
2.36 miles, at $7,000 per mile $16,520 

School District No. 31— 
1.80 miles, at $7,000 per mile $12,600 

School District No. 38, Wolfe County— 
2.13 miles, at $7,000 per mile $14,910 

School District No. 8— 
2,45 miles, at $7,000 per mile $17,150 






I 

I 

/ ■ , , 
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\ 
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School District No. 32— 
1.22 miles, at $7,000 pr mile 

School District No. 10, Lee County— ^ 

7 miles, at $7,000 per mile 

School District No. 11— 
1.80 miles, at $7,000 per mile 

School District No. 12— 
2 miles, at $7,000 per mile 

School District No. 24— 
' 2.40 miles, at $7,000 per mile 

School District No. 25— 
1.87 miles, at $7,000 per mile 

School District No. 38— 
2.14 miles, at $7,000 per mile 

School District No. 1, Breathitt County— 
1.99 miles, at $7,000 per mile ' 

School District No. 2— 
3.93 miles, at $7,000 per mile 

School District No. 82— 
2.32 miles, at $7,000 per mile 

School District No. 69— 
133 miles, at $7,000 per mile 

School District No. 53— 
2.95 miles, at $7,000 per mile 

Licking River Railroad Company. 
School District No. 46, Bath County— 
4 miles, at $1,500 per mile 

School District No. 13— 

, 3.50 miles, at $1,500 per mile 



315 



$8,540 



$49,000 



$12,600 



$14,000 



$16,800 



$13,090 



$14,980 



$13,930 



$27,510 



$16,240 



$9,310 



$20,650 



$6,000 



$5,250 



I 

• H '■ 

1 

/ 
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School District No. 12— 
^.50 miles, at |1,500 per mile 

School District No. 61— 
2 miles, at |1,500 per mile • 

School District No. 25, Menifee Ck)unt^— 

1.25 miles, at |1,500 per mile 

School District No. 22— 
3.75 miles, at $1,500 per mile 

School District No. 29, Rowan County — 

/ 3.75 miles, at f 1,500 per mile 

liOuisville & Atlantic Railroad Company. 

School District No. 13, Estill County— 

1.28 miles, at |4,000 per mile 

School , District 18— 

3.40 miles, at $4,000 p^ mile 

School District No. 30— 

2.61 miles, at |4,000 per mile , 

School District No. 31— 

0.43 mile, at f 4,000 per mile 

School District No. 43— 
0.63 mile, at f 4,000 per mile 

5 miles, at f 4,000 per mile 

School District No. 1, Jessamine County — 
2.04 miles, at $4,000 per mile , 

School District No. 2— 

2.41 miles, at $4,000 per mile 

School District No. 4 — 
3.27 miles, at $4,000 per mile , 



$3,750 



$3,000 



$1,875 



$5,625 



$5,625 



$5,120 



$13,600 



$10,440 



$1,720 



$2,400 



$20,000 



$8,160 



$9,640 



$13,08Q 



J 



I 

» 
THE BAILROAD CX)MMISSION. 

School District No. 13— 

6.17 miles,' at f 4,000 per mil© 

School District No. 21— 

1.64 miles, at f 4,000 per mile 

School District No. 26— 
0.64 mile, at f 4,000 per mile 

School District No. 16, Madison County— 
0.99 mile, at f 4,000 per mile 

School District No. 23— 
2.35 miles, at |4,000 per mile 

School District No. 26— 
0.75 mile, at |4,000 per mile 

School District No. 27— 
3.07 miles, at f 4,000 per mile 

School District No. 28— 

1.15 miles, at f 4,000 per mile 

School District No. 40 — 

1.94 miles, at |4,000 per mile 

School District 41— 
1.39 miles, at $4,000 per mile 

School District No. 48— 

2.15 miles, at |4,000 per mile 

School District No. 51— 

1.80 miles, at $4,000 per mile 

School District No. 61— 
0.46 miles, at $4,000 per mile 

School District No. 12, Woodford County— 

5.68 miles, at $4,000 per mile 

School District No. 25— 

2 miles, at $4,000 per mile 
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$24,680 



$6,560 



$2,560 



$3,960 



$9,400 



$3,000 



$12,280 



$4,600 



$7,760 



$5,560 



8.600 



$7,200 



$1,840 



$22,720 



$8,000 



_ • / 

V 

t 

I 
518 TWEiNTY-SBOOND ANNUAL REPORT OP 

School District No. 2, Lee County-r- 
3.13 miles, at $4,000' per mile $12,520 

School District No. 23— 
4 miles, at $4,000 per mile $16,000 

I 

/ 
Louisville, Henderson & 8t. Loxiis Kailway Company.' 
School District No. 71, Hardin County — 
2.10 miles, at $8,000 per mile , $16,800* 

School District No. 1, Breckinridge County — 
3.87 miles, at $8,000 per mile $30,960 

School District No. 77— 
1.67 miles, at $8,000 per mile $13,360 

- - 

School District No. 2— 
4.70 miles, at $8,000 per mile $37,600 

School District No. 3— . 

2.56 miles, at $8,000 per mile $20,480 

School District Nor30— 
3.62 miles, at $8,000 per mile $28,960 

School District No. 9— 
3.13 miles, at $8,000 per mile $25,040 

School District Nor47— 
0.40 miles, at $8,000 per mile $3,200 

School District No. 8— 
2.80 miles, at $8,000 per mile $22,400 

School District No. 34— 
3.10 miles, at $8,000 per mile $24,800 

School District No. 61— 
5.09 miles, at $8,000 per mile $40,720 

School District No. 54— 
2.20 miles, at $8,000 per mile $17,600 



\ THE RAILROAD CpMMISSlON. 

School District No. 118— 
0.60 miles^ at |4,500 per mile 

School District No. 15— 
3.33 miles, at f 4,500 per mile " 

School District No. 78— 
2.76 miles, at 14,500 per mile 

School District No. 29— 
2.90 miles, at |4,500 per mile 

School District No. 16— 
1.36 miles, at |4,500 per mile 

School District No. 35— 

2.29 miles, at $4,500 per mile 

School District No. 98— 
1.93 miles, at |4,500 per mile 

School District No. 21— 

3.23 miles, at |4,500 per mile 

School District No. 80— 
4.27 miles, at |4,500 per mile 

.'School District No. 32— 

2.43. miles, at $4,500 per mile 

School District No. 33— 
0.53 miles, at $4,500 

School District No. 89— 

2.30 miles, at $4,500 per mile '. 

School District No. 99— 

0.83 miles, at $4,500 per mile 

'School District No. 96, Ohio County— 

2.65 miles, at $4,500 per mile 

School District No. 39— 

1.04 miles, at $4,500 per mile 
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$2,700 



$14,985 



$12,420 



$13,050 



$6,120 



$10,305 



$8,685 



$14,535 



$19,215 



$10,935 



$2,385 



$10,350 



$3,735 



$11,925 



$4^680 



\ ■ 



\ 
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School District No. 117— 
2.01 miles, at |4,500 per mile 

School District No. 192, Daviess County— 
4.69 miles, at |8,000 per mile 

School District No. 11— 
3.10 miles, at $8,000 per mile 

School District No. 8— 
1.17 miles, at |8,000 per mile 

School District No. 99— 
1.92 miles, at |8,000 per mile 

School District No. 2— 
0.76 miles, at |8,000 per mile 

School District No. 1— 
0.71 miles, at |8,000 per mile 

School District No. 48— 
1.90 miles, at $8,000 per mile 

School District No. 24— 
0.02 miles, at $8,000 per mile 

School* District No. 103— 
1.95 miles, at $8,000 per mile 

School District No. 51 — 
2.50 miles, at $8,000 per mile 

School District No. 52— 
0.84 miles, at $8,000 per mile 

School District No. 98— 
1.48 miles, at $8,000 per mile 

School District No. 106— 
1.36 miles, at $8,000 per mile 

School District No. 2, Hancock County — > 
4.09 miles, at $8,000 per mile 



$9,045 



$37,520 



$24,800 



$9,360 



$15,360 



$6,080 



$5,680 



$15,200' 



$160« 



$15,600- 



$20,000* 



$6,720- 



$11,840* 



$10,880 



$32,720 



1 

/ 

/ 

I 
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School District No. 3-- 
2.22 miles, at 18,000 per mile 

School District No. 4— 
2.61 miles, at |8,000 per mile 

School District No. 14— 
0J51 miles, at |8,000 per mile 

School District No. 29— 
2.92 miles, at |8,000 per mile 

School District No. 30— 
1.52 miles, at |8,000 per mile 

School District No. 1— 
2.42 miles, at |8,000 per mile 

School District No. 16— "^ 
5.36 miles, at |8,000 per mile 

School District No. 15— 
0.86 miles, at |8,000 per mile 

School District No. 33— 
0.61 miles, at |8,000 per mile 

School District No. 35— 

1.02 miles, at '|8,000 per mile 

School District No. 4, Henderson County — 
1.75 miles, at |8,000 per mile 

School District No. 7— | 

0.92 miles, at |8,000 per mile '. 

School District No. 8— 
1.25 miles, at |8,000 per mile 

School District No. 9— 
2.19 miles, at |8,000 per mile ^ 

School District No. 12— 

2.03 miles, at |8,000 per mile 

11 
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117,760 



120,880 



14,080 



123,360 



112,160 



119,360 



142,880 



16,880 



14,880 



8,160 



114,000 



17,360 



110,000 



117,520 



116,240 



^ -'V ■■'■ ' ■ • 
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School District No. 14— 

2.49 miles, at |8,000 per mile 

School District No. 66— 
1.58 miles, at |8,000 per mile 

School District No. 68— 
0.20 miles, at |8,000 per mile '. 

School District No. 69— ' 
1.75 miles, at |8,000 per mile 

School District No. 73— 
2.51 miles, at |8,000 per mile 

School District No. 64, Meade Coun^— 
2.36 miles, at |8,000 per mile 

School District No. 49— 
3.63 miles, at |8,000 per mile 

School District No. 59— 

2.50 miles, at |8,000 per mile 

School District No. 51— 
0.66 miles, at f8,000 per mile 

School District No. 50— 
3.20 miles, at |8,000 per mile 

School District No. 57— 
2.70. miles, at |8,000 per mile 

School DistricllNo. 55— 
0.16 miles, at |8,000 per mile 

School District No. 56— 
2.06 miles, at f 8,000 per mile 

School District No. 31— 
8.40 miles, at |8,000 per mile 

School District No. 32— 
1 mile, at |8,000 per mile 



119,920 



112^640 



11,600 



114,000 



|20,08a 



118,880 



129.040 



120.000 



15,280 



125,600 



121.600 



11,280 



116,480 



127.200 



18,000 



. 1 



t 

/ 
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School Distarict No. 33— ' 
0.88 miles, at |8,000 per mile |6,640 



Louisville A ITasliville Bailroad Company— Main Stem. 
School District No. 7, Barren County— 

2.91 miles, at |40,000 per mile 1116,400 

Other property 900 

fll7,300 

School District No. 6— 

2.60 miles, at |40,000 per mHe 1104,000 

Other property 300 

1104,300 

School District No. 47— 

2.51 miles, at |40,000 per mile ' 1100,400 

Other property 700 

1101,100 

School District No. 49— 

1.74 miles, at 140,000 per mile 169,600 

Other property 300 ' 

169,900 

School District I*^o. 3, Bullitt County—- 

4.30 miles, at |4,000 per mile 1172,000 

Other property 400 

1172,400 

■ - ■ ^ 

School District No. 4— 

2.97 miles, at f 40,000 per mile 1118,800 

Other property 1,000 

1119,800 
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School District No. 42-^ 

L13 miles, at |40,000 per mile |45,20O 

Other property , . . . . 600 



• 



^m 



145,800 



School District No. 15— 
3.52 miles, at 140,000 per mile |140,800 



Other property ' 500 

1141,300 



School District No. 14— 

2.26 miles, at |40,000 per mile 190,400 

Other property ' 300 



190,700 



School District No. 13— 

2.49 miles, at ^|40,000 per mile 199,600 

Other property 200 



199,800 



School District No. 16— 

2.93 miles, at |40,000 per mile 1117,200 

Other property 3,000 



1120,200 



School District No. 1, Edmonson Oounty — 
2.49 miles, at |40,000 per mile 199,600 



School District No. 29— 

1.87 miles, at |40,000 per mile 174.800 

Other property 500 



175.300 



School District No. 87, Hardin County- 
LSI miles, at |40,000 per mile 160,400 



'I . ' ' ■ 

g 

\ ' ' 
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School District No. 89— 

2.41 miles, at |40,000 per mile -, 

Other property 

School District No. 98— 
1.90 miles, at |40,000 per mile 

School District No, 83— 

2.83 miles, at |40,000 per mile 

Other property 

School District No. 92— 
1.70 miles, ae |40,o6o per mile 

School District No. 1— 

2.18 miles, at |40,000 per mile 

* Other property 

School District No. 18— 
0.15 miles, at |40,000 per mile 

School District No. 6— 
1.05 miles, at |40,000 per mile 

School District No. 5— 

2.23 miles, at |40,000 per mile 

Other property 

School District No. 7 — 

3.79 miles, at |40,000 per mile 

Other property 
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196,400 
900 



^97.300 



$76,000 



1113,200 
200 



1113,400 



$68,000 



187,200 
3,000 



190,200 



$6,000 



$42,000 



$89,200 
300 



$89,500 



$151,600 
400 



I f 



$152,000 



, 1 
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School District No. 10-* 

1.50 miles, at |40,000 per mile 

Other proi>ert7 

School District No. 11— 

2.85 miles, at |40,000 per mile 

Other property 

School District No. 88— 

' 2.21 miles, at |40,000 per mile 

» 

School District No. 12— 

3.09 miles, at |40,000 per mile 

Other property 

School District No. 30, Hart Ck>uiit7— 
0.89 miles, at |40,000 per mile 

School District No. 36— 
0.90 miles, at |40,000 per mile 

School District No. 29— 
1.55 miles, at |40,000 per mile 

School District No. 41— 

3.55 miles, at |40,000 per mile 

Other property > 

School District No. 46— 
1.80 miles, at |40,000 per mile .....! 

School District No. 72— 
2.69 miles, at |40,000 per mile 



$60,000 
400 

160,400 



194,000 
200 

194,200 



188,400 



1123,600 
1,000 

1124,600 



135,600 



136,000 



162,000 



$142,000 
400 



$142,400 



$72,000 



$107,600 
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School District No. 39— 

1.55 miles, at |40,000 per mile 162,000 

Other property 1,500 

163,500 

School District No. 49— 
0.80 miles, at |40,000 per mile .' 132,000 

m , === 

School District No. 13— 

1.61 miles, at $40,000 per mile |64,400 

Other property 700 

165,100 

School District No. 15— 
2.90 miles, at |40,000 per mile 1116,000 

■ 3= 

School District No. 16— 
2.82 miles, at $40,000 per mile $112,800 

School District No. 28, Jefferson County- 

1.03 miles, at $40,000 per mile $41,200 

Other property 15,000 

$56,200 

School District No. 46— 

1.90 miles, at $40,000 per mile $76,000 

Other property 10,000 

$86,000 

School District No. 74— 

4.31 miles, at $40,000 per mile $172,400 

Other property ' 1,500 

$173,909 

School District No. 17— 
0.59 miles, at $40,000 per mile $23,600 

School District No. 35, Simpson County — 
1.615 miles, at $40,000 per mile $64,600 
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School District No. 37— 
1.615 miles, at |40,000 per mile |64,600 

School District No. 34— 
3.14 miles, at |40,000 per mile |125,600 

School District No. 14— 

1.79 miles, at |40,000 per mile 171,600 

Other property 1,000 



4 



172,600 



School District No. 10— 
1.71 miles, at |40,000 per mile |6S,400 



School District No. 9— 

1.18* miles, at |40,000 per mile |47,200 

Other property 300 



$47,500 



School District No. 40— 

2.22 miles, at |40,000 per mile $8§,800 

Other property 250 



189,050 



School District No. 1, Warren County — 

3.92 miles, at |40,000 per mile |156,800 

Other property 600 



1157,400 



School District No. 2— 
0.77 mile, at f 40,000 per mile ^ 130.800 



School District No. 6 — 

4.04 miles, at |40,000 per mile $161,600 

Other property 300 



1161,900 



School District No. 15— 

0.92 mile, at |40,000 per mile |36,800 



\ > / 
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School District No. 16— 

0.92 mile, at |40,000 per mile |36,800 

School District No. 18— 

4.72 miles, at |40,000 per mile 1188,800 

Other property 500 

1189,300 

School District No. 19— 

1.33 miles, at 440,000 per mile * |53,200 

i 

School District No. 78— 

1.42 miles, at |40,000 per mile 156,800 

Other property 20,000 



I 



176,800 



School District No. 72— 
1.36 miles, at |40,000-per mile 154,400 

School District No. 77— 

2.64 miles, at |40,000 per mile 1105,600 

Other property 2,000 

1107,600 



School District No. 54— 
2.25 miles, at |40,000 per mile |90,000 

School District No. 55 — 

2.81 miles, at 140,000 per mile $112,400 

Other property 300 

1112,700 

School District No. 58 — 
3.32 milee, at $40,000 per mile $132,800 



Louisville A Nashville Bailroad Company — Bardstown Branch. 
School District No. 15, Bullitt Ck>unty— 
1.81 miles, at $4,500 per mile $5,895 
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School District No. 31-—, 
1.89 miles, at |4,500 per mile |8,505 

School District No. 17— 

4.14 miles^ at |4,600 per mile $18,630 

Other property , ♦ 200 

118,830 

School District No. 18— 

^ 0.11 mile, at |4,600 per mile |495 

Other property 200 

$695 

School District No. 14, Nelson County — 

2.53 miles, at |4,500 per mile |11,38& 

Other property 100 

|11,48& 

School District No. 11— 
2.25 miles, at |4,500 per mile 110,125 

School District No. 13— 
3,58 miles, at |4,500 per mile f 16,110 

School District NoT 33— 

1.58 miles, at |4,500 per mile ^ 17,110 

Other property 1,000 

18,110 



libuisville A Nashville Railroad Company — Cincinnati Division. 
School District No. 38, Boone County— 
0.29 miles, at |34,000 per mile |9,860 

School District No. 40— 

5.27 miles, at 134,000 per mile , $179,180 

Other property 70o 

1179,880 

\ 
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School District No. 44— 

3.92 miles, at 34,000 per mile 

Oth^r property 

School District No. 4, Campbell County—- 

2.35 miles, at.|34,000 per mile 

Other property 

'School District No. 17, Carroll County— 

1.72 miles, at $34,000 per mile 

School District No. 32— 

1.23 miles, at |34,000 per mile 

Other property 

School District No. 15— 

4.64 miles, at $34,000 per mile 

Other property 

• 

School District No. 27— 
0.28 miles, at $34,000 per mile 

School District No. 9— 

2.30 miles, at $34,000 per mile , 

otner property 

School District No. 24— 

1.32 miles, at $34,000 per mile 

School District No. 22— 

3.33 miles, at $34,000 per mile 

Other property 1 
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$133,280 
900 

$134,180 



$79,900 
4,000 

$83;900 

» 

$58,480 



$41,820 
200 

$42,020 



$157,760 
700 

$158,460 



$9,520 



$78,200 
. 1.000 



$79,200 



$44,880 



$113,220 
500 



$113,720 



/ 






i 
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School District No. 29— 

2.32 miles, at |34,000 per mile 

Other property 

School District No. 28, Gallatin County— 
1.87 miles, at ^4,000 per mile 

School District No. 9— 
0.22 miles, at $34,000 per mile 

School District No. 13— 
JL.52 miles, at 134,000 per mile 

School District No. 26— 

3.51 miles, at |34,000 per mile 

Other property 

School District No. 7— 
2.58 miles, at f 34,000 per mile 

School District No. 31, Grant County — 

2.07 miles, at |34,000 per mile 

Other property 

School District No. 21— 

3.79 miles, at |34,000 per mile 

Other property 

School District No. 41, Henry County — 
1.96 miles, at |34,000 per mile 

School District No. 27— 

3.03 miles, at |34,000 per mile ^ 

Other property 



$78,880 
500 

179,380 



163,580 



$7,480 



$51,680 



$119,340 
600 

$119,940 



$87,720 



$70,360 
1,000 

$71,380 



$128,860 
300 

$129,160 



$66,640 



$103,020 
500 



$103,520 



, / 
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School District 25— 

3.67 miles, at |34,000 per mile 

Other property 

School District No. 17— 
1.81 miles, at |34,000 per mile 

School District No. 18— 

2.60 miles, at |34,000 per mile 

Qther property 

School District No. U— 

3.05 miles, at |34,000 per mile 

Other property 

School District No. 48, Jefferson County — 

1.95 miles, at 134,000 per mile 

Other property 

School District No. 53— 
1.12 miles, at |34,000 per mile 

School District No. 60— 

3.21 miles, at $34,000 per mile 

Other property 

.School District No. 67— 

2.38 miles, at $34,000 per mile 

Other property 
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$124,780 
1,400 

$126,180 



$61,540 



$88,400 
900 

$89,300 



$103,700 
1,700 

$105,400 



$66,300 
700 

$67,000 



$38,080> 



$109,140 
500 



$109,640 



$80,920 
3,500 



$84,420 



I < 

I 

\ 
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School District No. 12, Kenton County— 

l.$2 miles, at |34,000 per mile 

Other property 

School District No. 27— 

1.76 miles, at 134,000 per mile ; 

Other property 

School District No. 22— 
2.35 miles, at |34,000 per mile 

School District No. 23— 
1.35 miles, at $34,000 per mile 

School District No. 11— 

2.02 miles, at |34,000 per mile 

Other property , 

School District No. 15— 
1.87 miles, at $34,000 per mile 

School District No. 14— 

2.15 miles, at $34,000 per mile 

Other property 

School District No. 13— 
1.22 miles, at $34,000 per mile 

School District Nos. 29 and 30, Oldham County— 
0.32 miles, at $34,000 per mile ! 

School District No. 6— 

1.10 miles, at $34,000 per mile 

Other property 



$55,080 
5,000 

$60,080 



$59,840 
600 

$60,440 



$79,900 



$45,900 



$68,680 
400 

$69,080 



$63,580 



$73,100 
600 

$73,700 



$41,480 



$10,880 



$37,400 
2,000 



$39,400 
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School District No. 5 — 

1.07 miles, at |34,000 per mile |36»380 

Other property * 400 

»36,780 

School District No. 7— 

3.27 miles, at |34,000 per mile fUUSO 

Other property 900 

1112,080 

School District No. 26— 

3.57 miles, at 134,000 per mile : $121,380 

Other property 1,000 

1122,380 

School District No. 25— 

2.34 miles, at |34,000 per mile 179,560 

Other property 1,500 

181,060 

• School District No. 17— 

2.26 miles, at |34,000 per mile 176,840 

Other property l,00f> 

|77,84a 

School District No. 16, Owen County— 

3.39 miles, at |34,000 per mile $115,260 

Other property , , 1,500 

$116,760 

Louisville A Najdiville Bailroad Company — Clarksville A foinceton 

Division. 
School District No. 82, Christian County— 

3.23 miles, at $2,500 per mile $8,07S 

Other property 300 

$8,375 
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I 

School District No. 76— 
3.41 miles, at |2,500 per mile 18,525 

Othw property 900 

■ ■ « 

19,425 

School District No. 58— 

3.18 miles, at |2,500 per mile $7,950 

Other property •• , 100 

$8,050 

School District No. 71— 

2.31 miles, at |2,500 per mile |5,775 

Other property • 500 

16,275 

School District No. 16— 

5.06 miles, at |2,500 per mile 112,625 

Oth^ property 100 

112,725 

School District No. 10— 

3.19 miles, at |2,500 per mile 17.975 

Other property 200 



I 



$8,175 

School District No. 64— 

2.80 miles, at $2,600 per mile $7,000 

Other property 1,000 

$8,000 



Louisville St Nashville Railroad Oompauy-^Oumberland & Ohio B. B. 

Southern Division. 
School District No. 37, Green CJounty— 

2.94 miles, at $4,000 per mile $11,760 

Other property ••••••••••... 300 



$12,060 



! 
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S(Jliool District No. 22— 
1.54 miles, at |4,000 per mile |6,160 



Schoal District No. 40— 

1.66 miles, at |4,000 per mile 16,640 

Other property 600 



17.240 



S<^ool District No. 18, Marion County — 
2.36 miles, at |4,000 per mile $9,440 



School District No. 17— 

2.87 miles, at |4,000 per mile 111,480 

Other property % . . 200 

$11,680 



School District No. 42— 

3.24 miles, at 94,000 per mile $12,960 

School District No. 43— 
3.70 miles, at |4,000 per mile $14,800 



School District No. 40, Taylor County— 

2.21 miles, at $4,000 per mile $8,840 

Other property 300 

$9,140 

School District No. 33— 
3.39 miles, at $4,000 per mile $13,560 

School District 24 and 25— 

2.87 miles, at $4,000 per mile $9,480 

Other property 1,000 

$10,480 

School District No. 17— 
2.33 miles, at $4,000 per mile $9,320 

School District No.16— 
2.29 miles, at $4,000 per mile $9,160 






i, 
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V 



Louisville St Nashville Bailroad Company— Cumberland Valley Brancli^ 

School Disfrict No. 2, Bell County — 
0.67 miles, at |1I,000 per mile 17.370 

School District No. 3— 
0.86 miles, at $11,000 per mile 19,460 



# 



. ■ 



School District No. 1— 

3.82 miles, at $11,000 per mile ' 142,020- 

Other property .' 1,500 

$43,520 



School District No. 53— 

3 miles, at |11,000 per mile $33,000 

Other property 1,000 



134,000 



School District No. 18— 
1.88 miles, at $11,000 per mile $20,680 

School District No. 47— 

2.36 miles, at |11,000 per mile $25,960 

Other property -...,. 1,000 

$26,960 

School District No. 37— 
1 mile, at $11,000 per mile $11,000 

School District No. 76, Knox County— 

• 1.97 miles, at $11,000 per mile $21,670 

School District No. 71—' 

0.91 miles, at $11,000 per mile $10,010 

Other property 700 

$10,710 



4 

I 

r 
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School District No. 54— 

2.05 miles, at $11,000 per mile $22,550 

Other property 500 



School District No. 74— 
0.58 miles, at $11,000 per mile 

School District No. 7— 
2.67 miles, at $11,000 per mile 

School District No. 6— 
2.14 miles, at $11,000 per mile . 
Other property 



School District No. 11— 
1.38 miles, at $11,000 per mile 

School District No. 55— 
0.96 miles, at $11,000 per mile 

School District No. 37— 
0.80 miles, at$ll,000 per mile . 

School District No. 1 — 
2.52 miles, at $11,000 per mile 
Other property 



School District No. 21— 
0.63 miles at $11,000 per mile . 

School District No. 66— 
0.50 miles, at $11,000 per mile . 

School District No. 20— 
3.66 miles, at $11,000 per mile 
Other property 



» 



$23,050 


$6,380 


$29,370 • 


, $23,540 
1,000 


$24,540 


$15,180 


4 

$10,560 


$8,800 


$27,720 
2,000 


$29,720 




$6,930 




$5,500 


$40,260 
1,200 


$41,460 



. 1 
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4 

School District No. 44— 

4.41 miles, at $11,000 per mile 148,510 

Other property 1,000 

$49,510 

School District No. 84, Whitley County— 

0.33 miles, at $11,000 per mile $3,630 

Other property 6,000 



f9.630 



liouisville Sc Nashville Railroad Company— Heudeorson Division. 
School District No. 11, Christian County^- 

2.90 miles, at $33,000 per mile $95,700 

Other property 700 

$96,400 

School District No. 81— 
2.44 miles, at $33,000 per mile $80,520 

School District No. 70— 

4.15 miles, at $33,000 per mile $136,950 

Other property 1,500 



• 



$138,450 



School District No. 87— 
2.21 miles, at $33,000 per mile $72,930 

School District No. 37— 

1.45 miles, at $33,000 per mile $47,850 

Other property , 9,000 

c c $56,850 

School District No. 73— 
2.31 miles, at $33,000 per mile $76,230 
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School District No. 26— 
1.04 miles, at |33,000 per mile $34,320 



School District No. 59— 
2.10 miles, at $33,000 per mile $69,310 



School District No. 2— 

2.64 miles, at $33,000 per mile $87,120 

Other property 1,000 



$88,120 



School District No. 28— 
1.09 miles, at $33,000 per mile $35,970 



School District No. 
2.50 miles, at $33,000 per mile $82,500 



School District No. 53— 

2.50 miles, at $33,000 per mile , $82,500 

Other property 400 



$82,900 



School District No. 69— 
1.05 miles, at $33,000 per mile $34,650 



School District No. 24— 
0.50 miles, at $33,000 per mile $16,500 



School District No. 39— 
2.56 miles, at $33,000 per mile $84,480 



School District No. 34, Henderson County — 

3.96 miles, at $33,000 per mile $130,680 

Other property lOO 



$130,780 



School District No. 75— 
0.18 miles, at $33,000 per mile $5,940 



School District No. 35— 
1.70 miles, at $33,000 per mile $66,100 



\ 



oV 



< 
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School District No. 40— 
2.84 miles, at |33,000 per milet 177,220 

School District No. 36-r- 
2.76 miles, at |33,000 per mile 191,080 

School District No. 6S— 
1.60 miles, at $33,000 per mile , 152,800 

School District No. 71— 

* 0.46 miles, at |33,000 per mile $15,180 

Other property 1,500 



116,680 



School District No. 39, Hopkins County — 

2.30 miles, at $33,000 per mile $75,900 

Other property 900 



$76,800 



School District No. 22— 
1.49 miles, at $33,000 per mile $49,170 



School District No. 92— 

1.54 miles, at $33,000 per mile $50,820 

Other property 200 



$51,020 



School District No. 43— 
1.17 miles, at $33,000 per mile $38,610 



School District No. 40— 

1.49 miles, at $33,000 per mile $49,170 

Other property 500 



i $49,670 



School District No. 83— 
1.22 miles, at $88,000 per mile $40,260 



( 
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School District No. 45— 

2.05 miles, at |33,000 per mile |67,660 

jyfSer property 4,500 



.*> 



$72,150 



School District No. 48— 
0.86 miles, at |33,000 per mile $28,380 



School District No. 19— 
1.69 miles, at $33,000 per mile $55,770 



School District No. 

2.50 miles, at $33,000 per miU , $82,500 

Other property 3,000 



$85,500' 



School District No. 76— 
1.91 miles,, at $33,000 per mile $63,030' 



School District No. 75— 
1.68 miles, at $33,000 per mile $55,440< 



School District No. 10— 
L66 miles, at $33,000 per mile $64,780 



School District No. 57 — 

2.65 miles, at $33,000 per mile $87,450 

Other property gOO 



$88,05(> 



School District No. 1— 
1.10 miles, at $33,000 per mile $36,300 



School District No. 3— 
1.33 miles, at $33,000 per mile $43,890 



School District No. 12— 
0.36 miles, at $33,000 per mile $11,880 
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School District No. 63, Todd CJounty— 

2.65 miles, at 138.000 per mile • • • 187,450 

Other property ; ^'^^ 



188,950 



Schocfl District No. 13— 

1.03 miles, at |33,000 per mile 133,990 



School District No. 2— 

4.10 miles, at |33,00 per mile 1136,300 

Other property 1»^^ 



1136,300 



School District No. 

2.26 miles, at $33,000 per mile ^ 174,680 



School District Na 36, Webster County*— 

2.70 miles, at |33,000 per mile $89,100 

Other property ^^ 



189,600 



School District No. 69 — 

0.86 miles, at $83,000 per mile $11,880 



School District No. 32— 
2.64 miles, at $33,000 per mile $87,120 



Sdtool DfBtrict No. 55— 
2.34 miles, at $33,000 per mile $77,220 



School District No. 61— 
.2.13 miles, at $33,000 per mile $70,290 



School District No. 10 — 

2.77 miles, at $33,000 per mile $91,410 

Other property 800 



$92,210 



School District No. 53— 
0.49 miles, at $33,000 per mile $16,170 



I 



< 

1 
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I 

Louisville * NashviUe Bailroad. Comimiiy— Madisonville * Providence 

Branch. 

School' District No. 4, Hopkins County— 
1.24 miles, at $6,000 per mile 17,440' 

School District No. 31— * 

2,51 miles, at $6,000 per mfle i ,. ... $15,06^ 

School District No. 28— •- 

1.69 miles, at $6,000 per mile $10,140. 

School District No. 84— 
1,46 miles, at $6,000 per mile ' • • $8»760' 

School District No. 24— 

2.16 miles, at $6,000 per mile • $12,»60^ 

Other property ., 1,000^ 

$13,96a 

-- 

School District No. 91— 
1.15 miles, at $6,000 per mile $6,900' 

School District No. 65 — 
0.85 miles, at $6,000 per mile $5,100' 

School District No. 85— 
2.07 miles, at $6,000 per mile $12,420- 

School District No. 26, Webster County— 
0.58 miles, at $^0 per mile $3,480' 

School District No. 24 — 

1.02 miles, at $6,000 per mile $6,120 

Other property 1,000' 

$T,12<^ 
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/ 

I 

Louisville A Naskyille Bailroad Company— Xnoxville Branch. 

School District No. 6, Boyle County— 

1.92 miles, at |18,600 per mUe 135,520 

Other property 200 



I 



>35J20 



.School District No. 18 — 

2.04 mUes, at $18,500 per mile $37,740 

Other property 200 

$37,940 

School District No. 5— 

3.16 mUes, at $18,500 per mUe $5^,460 

Other property 200 

$58,660 

School District No. 11— 

3.43 miles, at $18,500 per mile $63,455 

Other property 300 

$63,755 

School District No. 10— 
1.70 miles, at $18,500 per mile $31,450 

•School District No. 12— 

1 mile, at $18,500 per mile $18,500 

School District No. 26— 

0.89 miles, at $18,500 per mile $16,465 

Other property • 300 

$16,765 

School District No. 31 — 
1 mile, at $18,500 per mile $18,500 

School District No. 13— 

1.15 miles, at $18,500 per mile . . . t $21,275 

Other property 400 

$21,675 



\ 
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School District No. 16, Bullitt County— 
2.65 miles, at $18,500 per mile • 149,025 



School District No. 2, Larue CJounty— 

2.98 miles, at $18,500 per mile $55,130 

Other property • ' ®^ 

$56,730 



School District No. 29, Laurel County— 
2.62 miles, at $18,500 per mile $48,470 



School District No. 65— ' 

3.03 miles, at $18,500 per mile $56,055^ 

Other property ^^ 



$56,355. 



School District No. 90— 
2.70 miles, at $18,500 per mile $49,950 



School District No. 28— 

1.62 miles, at $18,500 per mile • $28,970 

Other property lOO 



$29,070 



School District No. 43— 

1.20 miles, at $18,500 per mile $22,200 

Other property 80O 



$23,000 



School District No. 70— 
0.69 miles, at $18,500 per mile $12,765- 



School District No. 11— 

1.42 miles, at $18,500 per mile $26,270 

Other property 30O 



$26,570 



School District No. 75— 
1.62 miles, at $18,500 per mile $29,970 



\ 



^ 
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School Dictrict No. 1— 

2.23^ miles, at $18,500 per mile 141,255 

Other property • 700 



I - ' 



141,955 



School District No. 2— 

1.40 miles, at $18,500 per mile « 25,900 



School District No. 60— 

0.81 mile, at $18,500 per mile 114,985 



School District No. 7— 

3.15 miles, at $18,500 per mile $58»275 

Other property , 200 



$58,475 



School District No. 18— 
1 mile, at 18,500 per mile $18,500 



School District No. 80— 

1.13 miles, at $18,500 per mile ... 4 $20,905 

Other property 400 



$21,305 



School District No. 64— 
1.23 miles, at $18,500 per mile $22,755 



School District No. 87— 
0.95 miles, at $18,500 per mile $17,575 



School District No. 34— 
2.09 miles, at $18,500 per mile $38,665 



School District No. 4, Lincoln County — 

0.38 mile, at $18,500 per mile $7,030 

Other property 300 

$7,330 



^ • V • 
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School District No. 1 — 

1.91 miles, at $18,500 per mile $35,335 

Other property ^ X^^^ 

V $36,335 

» 

School District No. 6— 

' ' 1.14 miles, at- $18,500 per mile $21,090 

' Other property 1,200 

$22,290 

School District No. 65 — 

2.36 miles, at $18,500 per mile $43,660 

Other property 200 

$43,860 

School Dlsti:Jct No. 23— 

1.67 miles, at $18,500 per mile $30,895 

Other property , , 200 

$31,095 

School District No. 19— 

0.77 mile, at $18^500 per mile $14,245 

School District No. 35— 
1.96 miles, at $18,500 per mile $36,260 

School District No. 39— 

1.09 miles, at $18,500 per mile $20,161 

Other property 600 

$20,765 

School District No. 25— 

0.75 miles, at $18,500 per mile $13,875 

School District No. 54— 

2.44 miles, at $18,500 per mile $45,140 

Other property 300 

$45,440 
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School District No. 20— 
1.13 miles, at $18,500 per mile '. . , 120,905 



School District No. 3, Marion County— 
2.47 miles, at $18,500 per mile $45,695 



School District No. 8— 

1.68 miles, at $18,500 per mile ; $31,080 

Other property 200 



$31,280 



School District No. 12— 

2 miles, at $18,500 per mile $37,000 

Other property f ^ 300 



$37,300 



School District No. 11— 
2.^ miles, at $18,500 per mile $46,620 



School District No. 15— 

150 miles, at $18,500 per mile $27,750 

Other property ; 200 



$27,950 



School District No. 10— 
2.37 miles, at $18,500 per mile $43,845 



School District No. 18— 

4.84 miles, at $18,500 per mile $89,540 

Other property 3,500 



$93,040 



School District No. 23— 
1.76 miles, at $18,500 per mile $32,560 



School District No. 27— 
3.98 miles, at $18,500 per mile $73,630 



J 
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Edtiool District No. 32— 

3.02 miles, at |18,500 per mile |65,8''0 

Other property 400 

156,270 



• 



School District No. 31— 

2.09 miles, at |18,500 per mile 138,665 

Other property 200 

138,865 

School District No. 63, Nelson County — 

3.99 miles, at |18,500 per mile 173,815 

Other property 500 

174,315 

t 

School District No. 34— 

2.86 miles, at |18,500 per mile 152,910 

Other property 200 

153,110 

School District No. 35— 
2.54 miles, at |18,500 per mile 146,990 

School District No. 46— 

1.52 miles, at |18,500 per mile 128^20 

Other property 1,200 

129,320 

School District No. 40— 

2.81 miles, at |18,500 per mile 151,985 

Other property 200 

152,185 

School District No. 62— 

2.88 miles, at |18,500 per mile 153,280 

Other property 300 

153,580 



362 TWENTY-SECOND ANNUAL REPORT OF 

^School District No. 15, Rockcastle Gounty — 

2.39 miles, at |18,500 per mile |44,215 

Other property 200 






144,415 



School District No. 17— 

3.17 miles, at |18,500 per mile : 158,645 

Other property ; ' 500 



159,145 



School District No. 6— 
0.19 mile, at |18,500 per mile |3,515 



School District No. 1— . 

3.20 miles, at |18,500 per mile 159,200 

Other property ' 500 



159,700 



School District No. 13— 
0.75 mile, at |18,500 per mile |13,875 



School District No. 72— 
1.38 miles, at |18,500 per mile |25,&:$0 



School District No. 2— * 

0.28 mile, at $18,500 per mile $5,180 



School District No. 50— 
3.15 miles, at $18,500 per mile $58,275 



School District No. 33— 

2.20 miles, at $18,500 per mile $40,700 

Other property 400- 



$41,100 



School District No. 62— 
1.18 miles, at $18,500 per mile $21,830- 



y^--, ..stf. 



\ 
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School District No. 14— 

2.55 miles, at |18,500 per mile 

Other property ...• 

i^hool District No. 84, Whitley County— 

0.99 mile, at |18,500 per mile ^ 

Other property • 

iSchool District No. 54 — 
1.71 miles, at $18,500 per mile 

«3chool District No. 94— 

2.89 miles, at |18,500 per mile 

Other property 

fichool District No. 53— 
2.21 miles, at 118,500 per mile 

School District No. 65— 
0.43 mile, at |1S,500 per mile 

School District No. 51— 

3.39 miles, at |18,500 per mile , 

Other property 

• 

aikshool District No. 74— 

3.43 miles, at |18,500 per mile 

Other property 

School District No. 50— 

3.59 miles, at |18,500 per mile 

Other property 



353 



147,176 
2,000 



149,175 



118,315 
400 



118,715 



131,635 



153,465 
600 



154,065 



f40,88G; 



17,955 



162,715 , 
300 



163,015 



163,455 
200 



163,655 



166,415 
200 



$66,615 



18 



/ 






>/ . 



'IV 



i 



1 



354 TWENTY-SECOND ANNUAL REPORT OP 

School District No. 95—- 
0.50 mile, at |18,500 per mile 19.250 



School District No. 90— 
0.43 mile, at |18,500 per mile $7,955 



School District No 100— 

0.54 mile, at |18,500 per mile |9,990 

Other property 600 



$10,590 



School District No. 67— 
0.40 mile, at $18,500 per mile .* $7,400 



School District No. 99— 
1.05 miles, at $18,500 per mile $19,425 



School District No. 23— 
1.99 miles, at $18,500 per mile $36,815 



School District No. 24— 

1.57 miles, at $18,500 per mile $29,045 

! / Other property 600 



$29,645 



School District No. 12— 
1.12 miles, at $18,500 per mile $20,720 



School District Na 104-> 

1.20 miles, at $18,500 per mile $22,200 



School District No. 26— 
2.02 miles, at $18,500 per mile $37,370 



School District No. 29— 

2.11 miles, at $18,500 per mile $39,055 

Other property 100 

$39,155 



*, 

4 
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^School District No. 1i 
0.57 miles, at |18,500 per mile $10,545 



School District No. 88— 

0.53 miles, at |18,500 per mile 1^.805 

Other property • ^^0 



|1j0,105 



LouisvUle & Nashville Railroad Company— Kentucky Central Bailroad— 

Main Line. 

School District No. 12, Bourbon County— 

1.43 miles, at |15,000 per mile |21,450 

Other property • ^^0 

121,850 

School District No. 16— 
2.22 miles, at |15,000 per mile $33,300 

School District No. 14 — 
3.51 miles, at |15,000 per mile $52,650 

School District No. 6— 

4.79 miles, at $15,000 per mile $71,850 

Other property 20u 

$72,050 

School District No. 3— 

2.65 miles, at $15,000 per mile $39,750 

Other property 400 

$40,150 

School. District No. 1 — 

1.75 miles, at $15,000 per mile v $26,250 

Other property 200 

$26,450 
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Paris— 

1.83 miles, at |15,000 per mile ; ; 

Other property 

School District Nos. 45 and 48, Clark Ck)imty— 

4.56 miles, at f 15,000 per'^ile 

Other property 

# 

School District No. 55^ 
1.04 miles, at |15,000 per mile 

School District No. 30— 

1.56 miles, at |15,000 per mile 

Other property 

m 

I 

School District No. 18— 
3.66 miles, at |15,000 per mile 

School District No. 14— 

1.57 miles, at |15,000 per mile 

Other property 

School District Nos. 2 and 36 — 
0.57 mile, at $15,000 per mile 

School District No. 13— 
1.57 miles, at $15,000 per mile 

School District No. 54— 

2.08 miles, at $15,000 per mile 

Other property 



127,450 
2,700 

130,150 



$68,400 
300 

$68,700 



$15,600 



$23,400 
3,000 



$26,400 



$54,900 



$23,550 
200 

$23,750 



$8,550 



$23,550 



$31,200 

300 

$31,500 
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School District No. 58, Harrison Ck>unty— 

2.52 miles, at |15,000 per mile 

Other property 

fifchool District No. 43— 

2.85 miles, at $15,000 per mile 

Other property 

i5chool District No. 38— 
3.30 miles, at |15,000 per mile 

School District No. 45— 

4.12 miles, at $15,000 per mile 

Other property 

School District No. 64— 

1.20 miles, at $15,000 per mile 

Other property 

School District No. 20— 
0.91 mile, at $15,000 per mile 

dchool District No. 1 — 

0.98 mile, at $15,000 per mile 

Other property 

0chool District No. SO- 
US miles, at $16,000 per mile 



857 



$37,800 
500 



$88,300 



$42,750 
500. 



$43,250 



$49,500 



$61,800 
100 



$61,900 



$18,000 
200 



$18,200 



$13,650 



$14,700 
1,500 



$16,200 



$16,960 
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169,800 



127,750 
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School District No. 44— 

» 

4.64 miles, at |15,000 per mile 169,600 

Other property ...*.. 200 

School District No. 30— 
2.75 miles, at |15,000 per mile |41,250 

School District Nos. 46 and 73, Madison Ck>unty — 

1.83 miles, at $15,000 per mile 127,450 

Other property 300 

School District No. 44— 
1.19 miles, at |15,000 per mile : 117,850 

School District No. 42— 

3.99 miles, at $15,000 per mile $59,850 

Other property 200 

School District No. 43— 
0.19 mile, at $15,000 per mile $2,850 

School District No. 41— 
3.63 miles, at $15,000 per mile $54,450 

School District No. 19— 
2.15 miles, at $15,000 mile $32,250 

School District No. 29— 

1.85 miles, at $15,000 per mile $27,750 

0.47 miles, at $10,000 per mile ' 4,700 

Other property 100 



$60,050 



$32,550 



\ 
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School District No. 30— 

3.84 miles, at 110,000 per mile 138,400 

Other property 200 

138,600 

School District No. 13— 
2.94 miles, at |10,000 per mile 129,400 

a 

School District No. 12— 

2.39 miles, at |10,000 per mile . |23,900 

> 

School District No. 11— 

1.52 miles, at |10,000 per mile 115,200 

Other property 500 

115,700 



School District No. 70— 
1.84 miles, at $10,000 per mile $18,400 



School District No. 44, Pendleton County — ( 

1.79 miles, at $15,000 per mile $26,850 

Other property 300 

$27,150 
School District No. 70— 

» 

3.31 miles, at $15,000 per mile $49,650 

Other property 500 

$50,150 

School District No. 68— 

2.12 miles, at $15,000 per mile w $31,800 

Offfer property . < 100 

$31,900 

School District No. 13— 

1.82 miles, at $15,000 per mile $27,300 
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Scbool DlEtrict No. e»— 
LIS miles, at |10,000 per mile . 
Otber propertr 



School District No. 24— 
1.12 mllra. at 110,000 per mlU . 

School District No.' 67— 
1.92 miles, at |10,000 per mile . 

Sdiool District No. 47— 
1,07 miles, at JIO.OOO p?r mile . 

School District No. 70— 
LdO mUes, at $10,000 per mile . 
Other property 



School District No. 22— 
1 mile, at 910,000 per mile . 



Z.ouiBTiUe & Nashville Bailroad Company- Kentucky Central Kailroad— 

Iiexii^on & Paris Branch. 
School District, Paris, Bourbon Comitr— 
0.10 mile, at $10,000 per mile f 1,000 



School District No, 6— 
0.63 mile, at $10,000 per mile . 
Other property 



School District No. 11— 

3.48 miles, at $10,000 per mile 



School District No. 10— 
* 2.74 miles, at $10,000 per n 









A ■ 



/ 
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School District No. 3(J— 
1.35 miles, at |10,000 per mile |13,5(M> 



X 



School liistrict No. 40, Fayette County — 

2.88 miles, at |10,000 per mile |23,80O 

^ Other property ^ 400 



124,200 



School District No. 11— 
2.88 miles, at |10,000 per mile |28,300 



I 



School District No, 6— 
0.82 mile, at $10,000 per mile $8,200 



School District No. 41— 
1.17 miles, at $10,000 per mile $11,700 



n 



Louuiville & Na«hTille Kailroad Gk>mpany~Kentucky Central Bailroad— 

Paris & Maysville Branch. 
School District No. 40, Bourbon County— 
3.63 miles, at $9,000 per mile $32,670 

School District No. 20— 
3.70 miles, at $9,000 per mile $33,300 

School District No. 21— 

1.21 miles, at $9,000 per mile : $10,890 

Other property 200 



» 



$11,090 

School District No. 33— 

0.14 mile, at $9,000 per mile $1,260 

Paris— 
0.35 mile, at $9,000 per mile $3,150 

School District No. 77, Fleming County— 
1.07 miles, at $9,000 per mile $9,630 
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School District No. 67— 
1.65 miles, at |9,000 per mile 

School District No. 35— 

1.75 miles, at $9,000 per mile 

Other property 

School District No. 74— 

1.85 miles, at |9,000 per mile 

Other property 

School District No. 42— 
0!27 mil^, at $9,000 per mile 

School District No. 43— 
2.33 miles, at $9,000 per mile 

School District No. 24, Mason County — 

4.89 miles, at $9,000 per mile 

School District No. 18— 
3.14 miles, at $9,000 per mile 

School District No. 53— 
4.56 miles, at $9,000 per mile 

School District No. 42— 

1.90 miles, at $9,000 per mile 

School District No. 50— 

0.25 mile, at $9,000 per mile 

Other property 

School District No. 5, Nicholas County — 
1.36 miles, at $9,000 per mile 

School District No. 25— 
2.67 miles, at $9,000 per mile 
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$14,850 



$15,750 
200 

$15,950 



$16,650 
200 



$2,430 



$20,970 



$44,010 



$28,260 



$41,040 



$17,100 



$2,250 
600 



$2,850 



$12,240 



$24,030 
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School District No. 26— 

2.53 miles, at 1^,000 per mile 122,770 

Other property 1,500 

124,270 

ft 

School District No. 7— 
3.07 miles, at |9,000 per mile |27,630 

School District No. 34— 

2.74 miles, at $9,000 per mile |24,660 

Other property 100 

124,760 

School District No. 14— 
0.93 miles, at |9,000 per mile $8,370 

School District No. 28— 
* L80 miles, at $9,000 per mile $16,200 



liouisville & Nashville Railroad Company— Kentucky Central Railroad — 

Richmond Branch. 

School District No. 24, Garrard CJounty — 

3.98 miles, at $5,000 per mile $19,900 

Other property 500 

$20,400 

School District No. 37— 

2.23 miles, at $5,000 per mile : $11,150 

Other property 200 

$11,350 



School District No. 33 — 
0.86 mile, at $5,000 per uiik * ^ $4,300 



I 



School District No. 23— 
2.74 miles, at $5,000 per mile $13,700 
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I 

School. District No. 18— 

2.78 miles, at |5,000 per mile |13,900 

Other property 500 

HMOO 

School District No. 6, Lincoln County — 
1.16 miles, at |5,000 per mile |5,806 

School District No. 2— • 
1.37 miles, at.|5,000 per mile IM50 

I ■ 

School District No. 7— 

2.80 miles, at |5,000 per mile |14,00O 

Other property 500 

$14,500 

School District No. 29, Madison County— 

1.93 miles, at |5,000 per mile |9,650 

Other property 200 

$9,850 

School District No. 8— 
1.55 miles, at $5,000 per mile $7,750 

School District No. 9— 
1.63 miles, at $5,000 per mile $8,150 

School District No. 68— 

2.54 miles, at $5,000 per mile $12,700^ 

Other property 100^ 



$12,800 



School District No. 14— 

4.13 miles, at $6,000 per mile • $20,650 

Other property 200- 

$20,850' 



f^ .<■■'•■■::• ■'.■'■.; ■ <-l . ■ ■ 



■ > .. • ■ V 

•■■•.'.■ 

V ■''■'' 



hi* 



K * 






• /■••■ • 

if ■■•• 



^;' '^^ 



* f* * 



t \ 



aOe TWENTY-SECOND ANNUAL REPORT OF 

w 

Louisville A Kasliville Railroad Company— LezlmgtoxL Branch. 

School District No. 31, Fayette County— 
3.33 miles, at f 10,000 per mile f33,300 

School District No. 5— 
2.58 miles, at $10,000 per mile f 25,800 

Other property 200 

\ , • 

$26,000 

School District No. 12— 

2.79 miles, at $10,000 per mile $27,900 

Other property 300 

$28,200 

School District No. 6, Franklin Ck>unty — 
1.91 miles, at $10,000 per mile $19,100 

School District No. 27— 
2.02 miles, at $10,000 per mile $20,200 

School District No. 49— 

3.44 miles, at $10,000 per mile • $34,400 

Other property 200 

^ $34,600 

School District No. 37— 

3.30 miles, at $10,000 per mile $33,000 

Other property 100 

$33,100 

School District No. 5 — 

3.17 miles, at $10,000 per mile $31,700 

Other property 600 

$32,300 
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School District No. 37, Henry County— 

2.96 miles, at |10,000 per mile |29,600 

Other property • 200 

f29,800 



School District No. 50— 

4.13 miles, at $10,000 per mile f 41,300 

Other property \ 400 

$41,700 



School District No. 32— 

4.58 miles, at f 10,000 per mile 145,800 

Other property 1,450 

$47,250 



• 



School District No. 62— 

2.56 miles, at $10,000 per mile $25,600 

Other property ■ 600 

$26,200 

' ' ' ' ' I 

School District No. 25, Oldham County— 

1.74 miles, at $10,000 per mile ; $17,400 



School District No. 56, Scott County — 

1.95 miles, at $10,000 per mile $19,500 

Other property 30a 

$19,800 



School District No. 42, Shelby County— 
2.27 miles, at $10,000 per mile $22,700 



School District No. 83— 
1.42 miles, at $10,000 per mile $14,200* 
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School District No. 34— 

2.14 miles, at $10,000 per mile $21,4u0 

Other property 200 



I 



/ 



$21,600 



School District No. 86— 
3.80 miles, at $10,000 per mile $38,000 

School District No. 40— 

1.67 miles, at $10,000 per mile ,. . . . $16,7(K) 

Other property 600 

$16,300 

School District No. 41— 
2.06 miles, at $10,00(^ per mile $20,600 

School District No. 5, Woodlord County— 

5.22 miles, at $10,000 per mile $62,200 

Other property * 900 

$63,100 

School District No. 9 — 

0.65 mile, at $10,000 per mile $6,600 

Other property 800 

$7,300 

School District No 23— 

3.92 miles, at $10,000 per mile $39,200 

Other property 300 



$39,600 



Xouisville A Nashville Railroad Company— Louisville, Harrod's Creek A 

Westport Railroad Company. 

;School District No. 71, Jefferson County— 

2.75 miles, at $4,000 per mile $11,000 

Other property 300 

» 

$11,300 
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School District No. 50— . 

3.41 miles, at $4,000 per mile $13,640 

Bdiool District No. 32— 

0.56 mile, at $4,000 per mile $2,240 

^hool District No. 44 — 

2.67 miles, at $4,000 per mile ; , $10,680 

Other property t 200 

$10,880 



Louisville & Nashville Railroad Company ~ Memphis Branch. 
School District No. 2, Logan County — 
2.16 miles, at $12,000 per mile $25,920 

School District No. 1— 

3.87 miles, at $12,000 per mile $40,440 

Other property 1,200 



■» 



$41,640 

School District No. 7 — 

2.82 miles, at $12,000 per mile $33,840 



\ 



:School District No. 65— 

3.89 miles, at $12,000 per mile $46,680 

Other property 500 

$47,180 

School District No. 64— 

1.70 miles, at $12,000 per mile $20,400 



School District No. 68— 

3.50 miles, at $12,000 per mile .' $42,000 

Other property 1,500 

$43,500 



I 
I 
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School District No. 73— 
2.46 miles, at $12,000 per mile 129,520- 

School District No. 37— 
1.59 miles, at $12,000 per mile $19,080* 

School District No. 40— 

3.20 miles, at |12,000, per mile 938,400- 

Other property \ 400 



f 



I 



» 



938,800' 



School District No. 39— 

4.03 miles, at $12,000 per mile $48,360^ 

other property 600 



$48,960- 



School District No. 29, Simpson County — 
0.99 mile, at $12,000 per mile $11,880- 



School District No. 42, Todd County— 

2.62 miles, at $12,000 per mile $31,440' 

Other property 500 



$31,940- 



School District No. 49— 

3.79 miles, at $12,000 per mile $45,480- 

Other property 400 



$45,880' 



School District No. 53— 

1.94 miles, at $12,000 per mile $23,280- 

Other property 4,000 



$27,280 



School District No. 77, Warren County — 
0.17 mile, at $12,000 per mile $2,040 



I 



^ , • 
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School District No. 54— 
1,0S miles, at 912,000 per mile f 12,360 

School District No. 74— 
1.39 miles, at $12,006 per mile ^ $16,680 

/ 

School District No. 75-- 
2.87 miles, at $12,000 per mile $34,44« 

School District No. 60— 
0.64 mile, at |12,000 per mile |V,680 

School District No. 61— 
1.29 miles, at $12,000 per mile $16,480 



Louisville & Nashville Railroad Company— Middlesborough Railroad. 

School District No. 20, Bell County— 

2.57 miles, at $12,000 per mile $30,840 

Other property 500 

$31,340 



LouisvlUe & Nashville Railroad Company — Shelby Cut-Off. 

School District No. 35, Shelby County— 

1.24 miles, at $10,000 per mile $12,400 

Other property 100 



,* 



$12,500 



School District No. 1— 

3.15 miles, at $10,000 per mile $31,500 

. Other property 4,000 

$35,500 

School District No. 46— 
4.12 miles, at $10,000 per mile $41,200 
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liOuisviUe A Nashville Railroad Company— Owensboro & Nashville | 

Bailroad. 

School District No. 90, Daviess County— 
1.30 miles, at J5,000 per mile 16,500- 

School District No. 9S— 
2.36 miles, at *5,000 per mile ni.SOO 

School District No. 91— 
1.28 miles, at *5,000 per mile ^^-^^^^ 



« 



School District No. 83— 

1.94 miles, at J5,000 per mile 19,700' 

' ■ 

School District No. 78— 
2.84 miles, at J5,000 per mile |14,20O- 



School District No. 35— 
0.78 mile, at $5,000 per mile r •- $3,900^ 

400' 

Other property 

$4,300- 



/ 



School District No. 46 — 
2.80 miles, at $5,000 per mile $14,00a 

School District No. 68, Logan County— 

2.82 miles, at $5,000 per mile . . .' $14,10a 

Other property ^'^^^ 

$15,60O> 



School District No. 22— 
0.44 mile, at $5,000 per mile $2,200- 

School District No. 24— 
2.73 miles, at $5,000 per mile $13,650 

* 

School District No. 92— 
1.19 miles, at $5,000 per mile $5,950 



\ 



\ 



• 



t 
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« 

School District No. 6^— 
1 mile, at $5,000 per mile |5,000 

School District No. 79— 

2.69 miles, at f5,000 per mile $13,450 

Other property . . . . ; 500 

■ « 

$13,950 

School District No. 85— 

2.18 miles, at |5,000 per mile |10,65O 

Other property lOO 

$10,750 

School District No. 31— 

2.22 miles, at f 5,000 per mile |ll,10O^ 

Other property lOO 

$11,200 

School District No. 61— 
2.64 miles, at $5,000 per mile |13,20O 

School District No. 77— 
0.80 mile, at $5,000 per mile $4,000 

School District No. 87 
2.82 miles, at $5,000 per mile $14,100 

School . District No. 67— 

1.81 miles, at $5,000 per mile $9 050 

School District No. 81— 

2.82 miles, at $5,000 per mile $14,100 

Other property lOo 

$14,200 

School District No. 51— 
1.76 miles, at $5,000 per mile $S,800 






/ 



/ 
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't 

School District No. 82— 
1.38 miles, at $5,000 per mile 16,900 

School District No. 49— 

0.81 mile, at $5,000 per mile $4,050 

Other property 60U 

$41650 

School District No. 25, McLean County — 

2.19 miles, at $5,000 per mile $10,950 

Other property > 400 



$11,350 



School District No. 19— 

1.87 miles, at $5,000 per mile $9,350 



School District No. 20— 

2.82 miles, at $5,000 per mile $14,100 

Other property 700 



$14,800 



School District No. 56— 

2.38 miles, at $5,000 per mile $11,900 

Other property. 700 



$12,600 



School District No. 32— 
2.10 miles, at $5,000 per mile $10,500 



School District No. 27, Muhlenherg CJounty — 
3.76 miles, at $5,000 per mile $18,880 



School District No. 12— 

4.16 miles, at $5,000 per mile $20,800 

Other property 400 

$21,200 
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School District No 81— 

0.90 mile, at $5,000 per mile $4,500 

Other property 80(y 

|5,aoa 

School District No. 11— 

1.31 miles, at $5,000 per mile ', 16,650. 



/ 



School District No. 28— 



/ 



0.52 mile, at $5,000 per mile $2,600 

I 

l» ■ 
School District No. 47— 
0.52 mile, at $5,000 per mile $2,600 



School District No. 41— 

2.97 miles, at $5,000 per mile $14,850 

Other property 200» 



1 



$15,050 



School District No. 74— 

2.12 miles, at $5,000 per mile $10,600 

Other property , 30O 

$10,900 

School District No. 77— 
1.67 miles, at $5,000 per mile $8,350 



School District No. 13— 
3.15 miles, at $5,000 per mile $15,750 

School District No. 35— 

1.73 miles, at $5,000 per mile $8,650 

Other property 300 

$8,950 
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School District No. 33— 

aSO miles, at f 5,000 per mile |4,500 

Other property 900 

$5,400 

School District No. 39— 

2.50 miles, at |5,000 per mile $12,500 

2.83 miles, at $4,000 per mile 11,320 

Other property 500 

$24,320 

School District No. 22— * 
2.49 miles, at $5,000 per mile $12,450 

School District No. 67— 
1.81 miles, at $4,000 per mile $7,240 



-T" 



■ ' 



Louisville & Nashville Railroad Company —Shelby Railroad Compamy. 

School District No. 67, Jefferson County — 
0.88 mile, at $7,000 per mile $6,160 

School District No. 26— 

1.66 miles, at $7,000 per mile $11,620 

Other property • 200 

$11,820 

School District No. 37— 
1.69 miles, at $7,000 per mile $11,830 

School District No. 29— 

1.52 miles, at $7,000 per mile $10,640 

Other property lOo 

$10,740 

School District No. 25, Shelby County— 
1.80 miles, at $7,000 per mile $9,100 
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School District No. 

2.81 miles, at 17,000 per mile 119,670 

Other property 1^0 

|i^,77a 
■ » 

School District No. 22— 

6.17 miles, at $7,000 per mile |36,190 

Other property 200 

$36,390 

School District No. 1— 

' 2.04 miles, at $7,000 per mile $14,280 

Other property 2,000 

$16,280 



Louisville A Nashville Bailroad Company— Springfield Branch. 
School District No. 33, Nelson County— 

0.71 mile, at $4,500 per mile $3,19& 

Other property 500 



• 



• 



$3,69& 



School District No. 54—' 
3.06 miles, at $4,500 per mile $13,770 

School District No. 6— i 
1.66 miles, at $4,500 per mile $7,470 

School District No. 3— 

3.26 miles, at $4,500 per mile $14,670 

Other property 600 

$15,270 

School District No. 54, Washington County — 

2.98 miles, at $4,500 per mile $13,410 

Other property 300 

$13,710 
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School District No. 66— 

3.93 miles, at $4,500 per mile 

Otlier property ^ 

School Distrit^t No. 48— 
3.16 miles, at $4,600 per mile 

School District No. 7— 

1.31 miles, at $4,600 per mile 

Other property 



$17,685 
800 



$18,485 



$14,175 



$6,895 
600 



$6,495 



Xamxnoth Cave Bailroad Company. 
School District No. 44, Barren County — 
•1.91 miles, at $2,000 per mile $3,820 

School District No. 47— 
0.63 mile, at $2,000 per mile $1,260 

School District No. 3, Edmonson County — 
0.60 mile, at $2,000 per mile $1,200 

School District No. 34— 
4.09 miles, at $2,000 per mile $8,180 

Mobile A Ohio Railroad Company. 

School District No. 35, Ballard County— 

4.94 miles, at $14,000 per mile $69,160 

Other property. 700 

$69,860 

^School District No. 32— 

2 miles, at $14,000 per mile $28,000 



t 



I 
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School District No. 37— 

1.23 miles, at |14,000 per mile 117,2^0 

Other property ^'^^^ 

$18,720 



School District Na 32. Carlisle C5ounty— 

2.06 milefl, at $14,000 i>er iaile $28,840 

Other property ^^ 

$29,340 



School District No. 28— 
0.67 mile, at $14,000 per mile ♦9»380 

School District No. 30— 

1.73 miles, at $14,000 per mile $24,220 

Other property ^^^ 

$24,820 



SchooFDistrict No. 36— 

2.90 miles, at $14,000 $40,600 

Other property ^^ 

$41,000 



School District No. 34— 
1.74 miles, at $14,000 per mile $24,360 

School District No. 10, Fulton County— 

2.05 miles, at $14,000 per mile $28,700 

Other property 300 

$29,500 

School District No. 7— 

1.47 miles, at $14,000 per mile $20,580 

Other property 100 

$20,680 



t 

/ 
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School District No. »— 

1.22 miles» at $14,000 per mile 

Other property * 

School District No. S— 
1.84 miles, at f 14,000 per mile 

School District Na 1, Oakton, Hickman County— 

2.14 miles, at f 14,000 per mile 

Other property 

School District No- 1, Craig— 
0.25 miles, at $14,000 per mile 

School District No. 2— 

1.87 miles, at $14,000 per mile 

School District No. 4— 

1.88 miles, at $14,000 per mile 

School District No. 5— 
2.78 miles, at $14,000 per mile 

School District No. 18— 
1.28 miles, at $14,000 per mile 

School District No. 19— 

1.32 miles, at $14,000 per mile 

School District No. 21— 

1.33 miles, at $14,000 per mile 

« 

Sclool District No. 40— 

1.13 miles, at $14,000 per mile 

Other property 



$17,080 
1,700 

$18,780 



$25,760 



$29,960 
700 

$30,660 



$3,500 



$26,180 



$26,320 



$38,920 



$17,920 



18,480 



$18,620 



$15,820 
500 



$16,320 
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:School District No. 2-— 

3.17 miles, at |14,000 per mile 
Other property 



144,380 
800 



145,180 



117,740 



Nashville, Chattanooga & St. Louis Railway Company. 

-School District No. 11, Fulton County— 

1.86 miles, at |9,000 per mile |16,740 

Other property 1,000 

II 

.School District No. 12— 

0.79 miles, at |9,000 per mile 17,110 

School District No. 13— 
1.86 miles, at $9,000 per mile 116,740 

.School District No. 25— 

0.58 miles, at |9,000 per mile $5,220 

:School District No. 16^ 

3.31 miles, at |9,000 per mile $29,790 

Other property 6,000 



$35,790 



"Nashville, Chattanooga & St. Louis Railway Company— Paducah, Tenn- 
essee & Alabama Railroad Company. 

:School District No. 15, Calloway County- 
Lie miles, at $10,000 per mile $11,600 

Other property .• 400 



$12,000 



/ 
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School District No. 68 — 

3.68 miles, at |10,000 per mile .• |36,800 

Other property 300 



$37,100 



School District No. 16— 
1.62 miles, at |10,000 per mile $16,200 



School District No. 30— 
3.06 miles, at |10,000 per mile 130,600 



School District No. 35—- 

1.70 miles, at |10,000 per mile 117,000- 

Other property 2,300 



^19,300 



School I?istrict No. 12— 
0.82 miles, at $10,000 per mile $8,200 



School District No. 10— 
1.96 miles, at $10,000 per mile $19,600 



School District No. 48— 
1.49 miles, at $10,000 per mile $14,900 



School District No. 74— 

0.47 miles, at $10,000 per mile $ 4,700 

Other property 400* 



$5,100 



School District 14— 
2.01 miles, at $10,000 per mile $20,100 



School District No. 34, Marshall County— $21,100 ' 

Other property -. 800* 

$21,900 






f 



I 
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School District No. 35 — 

1.24 miles, at J10,000 per mile' 112,400 

I 

jSchool District No. 36— 

2,0» miles, at 10,000 per mile 120,900 

Other property 200 

121,100 

;^^School District No. 37— 

2.64 miles, at |10,000 per mile |26,400 

Other property 300 

126.700 



I 



iSchool District No. 38— 

2.42 miles, at $10,000 per mile 124,200 

' Other property . 600 

124,800 

School District No. 1— 

3.04 miles, at $10,000 per mile $30,400 

Other property 200 

$30,600 

School District No. 46— 
2.18 miles, at $10,000 per mile $21,800 

School District No. 47— 

2.27 miles, at $10,000 per mile , $22,700 

Other property 300 

$23,000 

^larshall County Railroad Tax— 

8.02 miles, at $10,000 per mile $80,200 

Other property 800 

$81,000 
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School District No. 12, McCraeken Ck>unty— 
0.81 miles, at |10,000 per mile 

School District No. 27— 
4.87 miles, at |]^0,000 per mile 

School District No. 38— 
5.08 miles, at |10,000 per mile , 

Proctor Coal Company's Railroad. 

School District No. 25, Whitley County— 
3.75 miles, at |3,000 per mile 

Shelbyville, Bloomfield & Ohio Railroad Company. 

School District No. 31, Nelsdh County — 
2.34 miles, at $2,000 per mile 

School District No. 16— 

1.20 miles, at $2,000 per mile 

Other property 

School District No. 1, Shelby County—^ 

3.18 miles, at |2,000 per mile 

Other property 

School District No. 19 — 

6.48 miles, at 1^,000 per mile , . 

Other property 

School District No. 1, Spencer County— 
2.74 miles, at |2,000 per mile 



18,100 



$48,700 



$50,800 



$11,250^ 



$4,680« 



$2,400^ 
1,000^ 



$3,400> 



$6,360 
500- 



$6,860^ 



$12,960» 
300' 



$13,260^ 



$5,480" 
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School District No. 9— 
2.54 miles, at |2,000 per mile |5,080 

School District No. 10— 

2.53 miles, at |2,000 per mile ^ . |5,0€0 

Other property 300 

«5,360 

School District No. 16— 
2.49 miles, at |2,000 per mile , $4,980 

School District No. 12— 

3.22 miles, at f 2,000 per mile |6,440 

Other property , 200 

&k>uthem Railway Company in Kentucky — Main Line. 

School District No. 19, Anderson County — 

1.82 miles, at |13,000 per mile 123,660 

Other property 600 

. $24,260 

School District No. 5— 

1.67 miles, at |13,000 per mile $21,710 

Other property 300 

$22,010 

School District No. 7— 
0.71 miles, at $13,000 per mile $9,230 

School District No. 1 — 

2.74 miles, at $13,000 per mile $35,620 

Other property 1,600 



$37,220 



18 
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School DlBtrict No. 3— 

1.92 miles, at |13,000 per mile 

Other property 

School District No. 20— 
1.56 miles, at |13,000 per mile 

School District No. 23— 
0.22 miles, at $13,000 per mile 

School District No. 6— 
3.82 miles, at |13,000 per mile 

School District No. 5, Fayette CJounty — 
3.65 miles, at |13,000 per mile 

School District No. 15— 
1.70 miles, at |13,000 per mile 

School District No. 12 — 
2.82 miles, at |13,000 per mile 

School District No. 45, Jefferson County — 
1.54 miles, at f 13,000 per mile 

School District No. 36— 
1.54 miles, at |13,000 per mile 

School District No. 51 — 
1.76 miles, at |13,000 per mile 

School District No. 1— 

2.26 miles, at |13,000 p^r mile .; 

Other property ' 

School District No. 49— 
2,11 miles, at $13,000 per mile 



124,960 
500 

125,460 



$20,280 



$2,860 



149,660 



$47,460 



$22,100 



$36,660 



$20,020 



$20,020 



$22,880 



$84,580 
200 

$34,780 



$27,430 
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School Dlstftct No.^— 

1,22 miles, at |13,000 per mile $15,860 

Other property ^ . 400 



I 



116.260 



School District No. 4— 
4.22 miles, at |13,000 per mile 154,860 

School District No. 39— 

2.50 miles, at |13,000 per mile 132,500 

Other property 1,000 

133,500 

• 

School District No. 11, Shelby County— 

L71 miles, at |13,000 per mile $22,230 

Other property 500 

¥22,730 

School District No. 21— 

4.59 miles, at |13,000 per mile '. $59,670 

Other property 700 

$60,370 

School District No. 3— 

2.83 miles, at $13,000 per mile $36,790 

Other proRjerty 200 

$36,990 

School District No. 1— 

6.25 miles, at $13,000 per mile $81,250 

Other property 1,400 

$82,650 

School District No 34— 
2.32 miles, at $13,000 per mile $30,160 
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( 

School District No. 70— 

2.20 miles, at |13,000 per tnile 128*600 

Other property > - 2,000 

130,600 

School District No. 6— ' 

4 miles, at |13,000 per mile 152,000 

Other property 400 

152,400 

\ 
School District No. 2, Woodfbrd County— 

5.95 miles, at |13,000 per mile $77,350 

Other property .^ 300 

$77,650 

School District No. 25— 

4.31 miles, at $13,000 per mile $56,030 

Other property 1,300 

$57,330 

School District No. 27— 
1.79 miles, at $13,000 per mile $23,270 



Southern Railway Company in Kentucky =Burgin Branch. 

School District No. 1, Anderson County — 
1.26 miles, at $12,500 per mile $16,700 

School District No. 2— 
1.73 miles, at $12,500 per mile $21,587 

School District No. 9— 

1.53 miles, at $12,500 per mile $19,125 

Other property 500 

$19,625 

School District No. 41— ^ 

1.60 miles, at $12,500 per mile $19,950 '' 
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School District No. 2, Mercer County— 
2.37 miles, at |12,500 per mile $29,600 

School District No. 11— 

0.87 miles, at $12,500 per mile $10,875 

Other property • . . 1,000, 

« 

$11375 

School District No. 15— 

3 miles, at $12,500 per mile $37,500 

Other property 400 

$37,900 

r 

School District No. 10— 
2.73 miles, at $12,500 per mile $34,125 

School District No. 44— 
2.04 miles, at $12,500 per mile $25,500 

School District No. 28— 

3.51 miles, at $12,500 per mile $43,875 

Other property 1,000 

$44,875 

School District No. 49 — 
L57 miles, at $12,500 per mile $19,625 

School District No. 46— 
2.90 miles, at $12,500 per mile $36,250 



Southern Railway Company in Kentucky — Georgetown Branch. 

School District No. 25, Woodford County— 
1.64 miles, at $5,000 per mile $8,200 

■ 

School District No. 17— 
3.23 miles, at $5,000 per mile $16,150 



1 



J 

\ 

I 
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t 

1 

School District No. 23— / J 

1.85 miles, at |5,000 per mile , $9,250 \ 

====== I 

V ■ 

School District No. 9— ; 

0.50 mile, at |5,000 per mile , |2,500 ', 

Other property i 1,000 



13.500 



« 



School District No. 24— 
1.92 miles, at f 5,000 per mile |9,600 

School District No. 56, Scott County — 
4.03 miles, at $5,000 per mile $20,150 

School District No. 65— 
2.15 miles, at $5,000 per mile $10,765 

School District No. 18— 
1.03 miles, at $5,000 per mile ^ $5,150 



St. Louis, Iron Mountain & Southern Railroad Company, 
School District No. 2, Hickman County — 

1.18 miles, at $10,000 per mile $11,800 

Other property .' 400 

$12,200 



West Virginia, Pineville & Tennessee Railway Company. 

School District No. 1, Bell County— 
1.08 miles, at $3,000 per mile $3,240 



School District No. 4— 
0.95 mile, at $3,000 per mile $2,850 
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Hodgenville, & Elizabethtown Bailway^Compaiiy. 

School District No. 1, Hardin County— 

0.93 mile, at |4,000 per mile ! 

Other property , 

School District No. 2— 
2.62 miles, at |4,000 per mile 

School District No. 3— 
2.13 miles, at $4,000 per mile 

School District No. 18, LArue County — 
2.04 miles, at $4,000 per mile 

School District No. 32— 

0.37 miles, at $4,000 per mile 

Other property 

« 

School District No. 33— 

2.34 miles, at $4,000 per mile 

Other property 

^^ 

Glasgow Railroad Company. 

School District No. 10, Barren County — 
2.47 miles, at $5,500 per mile 

School District No. 47— 
1.62 miles, at $5,500 per mile 

School District No. 80— 

fl 

2.71 miles, at $5,500 per mile 

School District No. 83— 
0.80 mile, at $5,500 per mile 
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$3,720 

400. 



$4,120 



$10,480 



$8,520 



$8,16a 



$l,48a 
800 



$2,28a 



$9,360 
400 



$9,760 



$13,585 



$8,910 



$14,905 



$4,400 



\^ . 
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School District No. 91— 
2.56 miles, at f5,500 per mile ^ 114,080 



Cumberland River & Tennessee Railroad Company. 
Scho61 District No. 1, Bell County— 
1 mile, at $3,500 per mile $3,500 



School District No. 24— 
4 miles, at |3,500 per mile ". $14,000 



School District No. 37— 
4 miles, at $3,500 per mile $14,000 



School District No. 34— 

4 miles, at $3,500 per mile $14,000 



t 



State of Kentucky, 

Office of the Railroad Commission, 

City of Frankfort. 

We, the undersigneds members of the Railroad Commission of Kentucky, 
duly elected and qualified according to law, hereby certify that the foregoing 
pages, from and including page 1, to the beginning of this certificate, embrace 
the valuation, as fixed by us, of the property of companies owning or operat- 
ing railroads in the State of Kentucky, and subject to taxation for the year 
1901; that the figures set opposite the school districts, in the respective 
counties therein set out, show the valuation of railroad property therein 
subject to taxation in the same and that said valuation is made by us as 
Tequired by law. 

Given under our hands, this 27th day of December, 1901. 

C. C. McCHORD, 
J. F. DEMPSEY, 
JOHN C. WOOD, 

Commissioners. 
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